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ABSTRACT

This report presents the evaluation of the court approved

desegregation plan for the School District of the City of Erie, Pa.

The court approved plan to desegregate the district's elementary

schools is summarized. Projected pupil statistics under the

proposed plan and actual pupil enrollment statistics are compared.

Also presented are implementation activities for the Emergency

School Aid Act (ESAA), desegregation planning for Year. II, the

conceptionalization, design, and implementation of an evaluation to

measure the effect, if any, of desegregation on pupil achievement,

-Interest in SchoOl, and Self Esteem. A Flow Chart of implementation

activities is included .
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PREFACE

This Practicum report presents to the reader the implementation

activities and the evaluation of the Erie, Pa. School District's

desegregation plan. Specifically, on April 29 1976 Pennsylvania

Commonwealth Court approved and ordered implemented effective

September 2, 1975 the said school district's desegregation plan.

This plan is presented as appendix IV of this writer's Maxi I

report,. Specifically, only the district's elementary schools grades

(K-5) were affected by the court's orcler. The district's middle

schools grades(6-8) and senior high schoolsgrades(9-12) were

desegregated under a previous compliance order. (Appendix I, The

4-4-4 plan). However, for this report the reader is provided with

a racial band analysis encompassing all of the district's schools of

a given ghade span/

Chapter I: Introduction

This chapter presents to the reader a backgrourx:1 and excerpts

from ine final court order. The Burton school variation is discussed.

Excerpts from the Final Plan (Volume IV, (Appendix IV) are pre-

sented. School enrollment summaries proposed under the plan are

included.

Chapter II: Analysis ,of the Plan

This chapter presents to the reader the analysis of pupil

statistics for the implemented plan. Pupil statistics for the

8
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elementary schools grades (K-5), middle schools grades (6-8), and

senior high school grades (9-12) are presented.

The validation process, tasks, and flow, charts are presented. Also
-

provided is the racial band analysis for all of the district's schools

of a given grade span and a discussion of any. 'racial band variation.

Chapter III: trnplementation Activities

This chapter presents the implementatibn,activities which were

a ,salient part of the plan. Statistics used to sup'port the district's

application .for Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA Title

I) and the Err ergency School Aid Act -(E.S.A.A.) are included.

Procedures for notifiaation assignment letters to parents, and

transportation activities -are presented. The conceptionalization,

design, and implementation of the model to evaluate the effect of

any of the desegregatiOn on pupil achievement, interest in schoäl

and self esteern' is presented.

Chapter IV: Year II Plan

This chapter presents desegregation planning for Year II.

Administrative recommendations for the Year II Plan - conception-

alization and planning for the closure of two elementary schools,

Jones and Washington, along with the ordered vacating of Wayne

school scheduled to undergo extensive renovations. Pupil enroll-

ment projections, racial band analysis for the Year II plan are

presented.

4 4



Clipter VI: Evaluation and Conclusions'

This chapter presents .to the reader a discussion arid comments

on the constraints used in the preparation of the plan. Public

meetings' to ear and discuss, parental concerns are discussed. A
-

summary/conclusion of the overall Maxi II effort -is presented.

Appendix:

/ 1. September 1975 Enrollment vs Proposed ,Enrollments

3/75. A statistical comparison of the proposed vs actual

pupils for each school/grade is presented.

2. Purrent (75-76) Enrollments vs-Proposed Elementary

Enrollments 9/76.

This appendix presents* the current (5/30/76) pupil

.statistics for each school/grade and the projected

pupil statistics for each school grade under the )(ear H

proposed plan.

3. Elementary 'and Secordary ,Act (E.S.E.A. Title I).

This appendix pr+s pupil sth.tistiQs prepared to

support the district's E.S.E.A. Title I application

projected enrollment for all of the district's private

and public schools are presented.

4. Emergency School Assistance Act. (E.S

This nc x_-p-rr e ents test scores used to support

the district's E.S.A.A. application. A test score

profile form for each elementary school is included.

1 0



The desegregation flow chart of implementati. activities

presents to the reader a generalized system model used in preparation

of the implementation and evaluation activities. The flow chart pro-

vides the reader with the planning concepts ;and rblated4mplementation
\.

activities.

-I'
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THE FINAL PLAN

Backa round

The Erie School District's desegregation case had its

beginning in 1968 when the Pennsylvania Human Relations

Commission (PHRC) cited the Erie School District concerning

the racial balance in Erie Public Schools. The PHRC during

the period 1968-1970 did not succeed in obtaining what is

believed to be acceptable school desegregation plans nor a time

table to implement such plans and on October 26, 1970,it filed

a Complaint against the Erie School District charging that the

Erie schools were segregated. Public hearings held by the

PHRC on June 28, 1971, and the subsequent charges against the

Erie School District filed by the PHRC in Pennsylvania Common-

wealth Court resulted in the Erie School District entering into

a consent decree to desegregate its schools effective September,

1974.

The district agreed to prepare and submit such a plan for

approval by both the court and PHRC. Under the PHRC's guide-

lines each school in a district is permitted a racial population

variation of + 30% from the total. minority students attending that

particular school organization in the school district. Since the

minority population (Black/Others) in the district's elementary

22



2

schools for the school year 1973-74 was 18.2% of ihe total

population, a 430% variation (+5.46%) would yield. For the 1973-74

an acceptable elementary school racial band of 12.74%to 23.66%.

After a hearing before Commonwealth Court, the Court, on May 3,

1972, issued an order which set forth the stipulation as agreed by

both the School District and HRC. 'The Court under the resultant

decree included an additional racial, band deviation of 42% over'the

°-PHRC guidelines of +30%.

The ,Erie School District on February 1, 1974 submitted its
3

school desegregation plan, the (4-4-4) plan, but the eltmentary and
4,middle school components of that plan were not acceptable to the

commission. Sine_.; under this plan the district's grades (9-12) from

existing (10-12) grade structure, were racially balanced then this

component was accepted by the PHRC. The PHRC, thereafter, on

April 9, 1974 filed in Pennsylvania Commonwealth Court a petition

seeking enforcement of the May 1972 consent decree.

1

Frank Sala, Development of-a Desegragation Model for
the Erie Pennsylvania School District, Maxi I- Report, Vol: II.,
May 1975.

2 3



3

The PHRC, in seeking the Court's enforcement, alleged

that the plan which Wias submitted was in violation of the Court

Order. After a hearing, held on May 30, 1974, the Court in its

memorandum opinion dated August 19, 1974, stipulated- that the

School District had failed to fully comply with the Court's Order

and was held in technical contempt of Court. The Court did not

penalize the district because the failure to comply did not,appear

at that time' to be intentional or willful. In its August 1974,memo-

randum the Court ordered the PHRC to prepare a plan to be
-

implemented for the September 1, 1974 school year. The PHRC

prepared such a ID' ,n, "and the school district requested a hearing

on the PHRC plan. ;--tEarings were held on the PHRC plan on

October 2, 1974, the issue challenged by the district was that the

PHRC Plan should be rejected.
7e

The Court, after its hearing on the PIIRC Plan, in another
a

memorandum opinion dated January 27, 1975,found the PHRC

was also not in full compliance with the May 1972,Court Order.

Thus ihe Court rejected the PHRC for thesame reason it

had rejected the School District's (4-4-4) plan.

The Court ordered the Erie School District to prepare

another plan and stated emphatically that the plan must be in full

compliance with the May 1972 Court Order: The Erie School District

2 4



4

prepared a'nd submitted on March 10, 1975 its plan to the court.

In submitting its plan the school district asked for a variance from

the May 1972 court order for Burton School, additionally another

elementary school would have a percentage of minority students

outside the acceptable racial band.

The court, after reviewing the School District's Final Plan,

called both the School District and the PHRC to a conference to

discuss the district's request for a. variance from full compliance.

Judge Kramer in his-memorandum opinion speaks to this perplexing

problem as he states:

Attempts were made to concfli,te the compromise 'so as to
resolve what now appears to be a situation whereby this
Court, within its discretionary power, must amend, the con-
sent decree so as to bring this .matter to a 'final conclusion.-
We have reviewed the voluminous material submitted and
conclude that the order which follows will bring the School
District to within a reasonable degree of the Commission's
guidelines, the applicable statutory law and the prior orders.:
of this Court. In the spirit of justice, especially to the school
children involved, this matter must be finally, resolved.

The Court deems it appropriate to acknowledge that both the
School District and the Commission have performed< their
duties in a sincere and honOrable fashion. Both parties have
been tenacious in arguing their respective positions. Both
parties have sincerely attempted to compromise, but each
reached a point beyond which is believed that in good

_conscience, it could not -entirely agree with the other.

As a result of the several plans submitted, the hearings held,
and the discussions at conference,-the plan of the School
District comes quite close to full compliance. As directed
by this Court, the School District utilized its most recent

25



5.

actual student population statistics,' i.e. the_ school year
1974-75, in its latest plan. Those, statistics indicate
that 21.6% of dr total -elementary school Oopulaion is- --
black. Utilizing t.he Commission's guidelines, mentioned
above, together with the 2% toleranCe, results in pararn7
eters of 'permissible rhcial balance of '12.63% to 29.17%.
As a result af this mathematical calculation the School
District's most recent plan indicates that two of its
elementary schoolS are oLlt of balance. The black populatiOn
of Diehl School is proposed to have 225 white pupils and
108 black puPils, or 32.4% black. It was indicated by the
School District that there would be little difficulty in bring-
ing Diehl School within the Permissible parameters'at the
beginning of the 1975-76 school year, and this wilt be
ordered. 2

In discussing the variance requested fon Burton Elementary

School, the court recognized the contribution of

Program to the Burton educational community.

the Urban Network

The court speaks to

this program and cites a compromise condition by which it would

grant the district's variance'. Judge Kramer speaks to the Burton

variance and writes:

The Burton School; hoOciever, presents a rather unique
problem. Under the latest School District .plan itzis pro-
posed that this school will have 163 whites and 208 blacks,
resulting in .a 51.8% black student population. The School
District contends that Burton School has been accepted by-
the federal government for special educational programs
involving the students, Parents, teachers and the surrounding
community. Under this federal program the School District

2
Memorandum Opinion, PennsYlvania Human Relations

Commission vs School District of the City of Erie, Pennsylvania,
No,723 C-D-1971, April 29, 1975. P. 4-5.

2 6
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n.

received addittonal funds, and other conSiderations in the
operation.of this school, toward the goal of providing a
better--education for the children attending such schools.
The federal funding, however, is presently scheduled to
terminate within the next year or so. The Commission
acknowledged these facts, and expressed its interest and
willingness to permit this fede:Pal prograrm.,to condinue at
the Burton School, upon the conditiion,that sonie effort be
made by the School District to trahsfer some students to
the Burton School so as to bring it intoClosercompliance
with the racial balance parameters set forth abOve. 1 Under
the School District's latest proposed plan we find that the
School District proposed to transfer the students of the
first and second grades Of the Wayne School to the Edison
School. The attendance areas of both of these schools

-

are adjacent to the attendance area of. the Burton Sóhool.
The boupdary line between the Burton area and the other
two areak, however, runs near.or along railroad tracks
which appear to be an obstacle. It was pointed out that
there is really only one trailroad crossino which would
permit the Wayne students to travel to" the Burton School.
However, this does not seem insurmountable. It was
proposed that Of the Wayne studehts to be transferred to
Edison, 92 students would be white and 19 would be. black.
If these students were tr:ansferred.instead-to _the Burton
School, it would reduce the percentage of black students

. in Burton to 44%. In the spirit oft concluding this matter
on a reasonable basis, %Nei will---order that Burton_ School .

may Aemain outside the racial balance parameter until the
, -beginning of the school year 1977-780, but that the students

,
of the first ,and second g des of Wayne will, be. transferred
'to the Burton School inst d of to.:Ithe Edison School. We
will also order that thw r provIsions df the consent .

._decree; relating, for example, to the racial balance on
the pr,ofessional and nonprofessional staff, be effectuated
by the beginning of the school year 1,977-78.3' ,

C ...

IBID. P. 5-6.
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The Court accepted the district's plan as submitted and

rdered the plan implemented effective with the start of the

September 1975-76 school year, ordering:

That the Board of Directors of said School District shall
completely implement the entire plan set forth in said
document, no later than the beginning of the school year
1975-76, except that those portions of the said plan
pretaining to Diehl and Burton Schools which shall be
amended as follows:

a. The student racial balance applicable for the
school year 1975-76 of the Diehl School shall
be brought within the parameters of 12.63% to
29.17% black students, and

b. The first and second grade pupils of Wayne
School, who were proposed, under the School
District's plan, to be transferred to Edison
School, shall be transported to the Burton School,

. and

c. The Burton School may remain temporarily out-
side the said racial balance parameters so as to
permit the continuance of the current federally-
funded education program there offered, however,
beginning with the school year 1977-78 Burton
School shall also be brought within the then
effective and applicable racial balance parameters
based upon the latest available actual student
population statistics:4

4

IBID., P 8.

fik
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INTRODUCTION
;)

'Ne

On April 10, 1975 Commonwealth Court approved the Erie,

Pennsylvania School District's plan to desegregate its elementary.

schools. The approved plan would be implemented for the School

Year 1975-76, starting September 2, 1975.

THE PLAN

1. ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

1.1 The district's elementary school would house grades

(K-5).

1.2 Two elementary schools, Garfield and Longfellow,

would close and the attendance areas for these schools

would be reassigned.

1.3 Harding school would continue as a city wide open

enrollment, school.

1.4 Burton school, exempted by the court, would not be

racially balanced.

1.5 Wayne school would be an elementary school in

transition houst only gr. 3-4-5-6.

2. MIDDLE SCHOOLS

2.1 The district's middle schools would house grades

6-7-8. This would necessitate the movement of. the

29
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current (June 75) grade 5 and 6 to middle schools.

2.2 The district's Model Middle School would close and

the students currently enrolled would be permitted to

enroll at Gridley Middle School or their attendance

area school.

2.3 East High would continue to house grades (7-8) pending

the completion of renovations at Wayne school.

2.4 Roosevelt Middle School would continue to have an
. -

expanded attendance area (Roosevelt I).

3. SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS

3.1 The academic high schools would house grades (9-12).

The high school organizational plan, the upper

component of the (4-4-4) plan, was accepted by the

PHRC and the court in April,1974.
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5
The Final Plan was conceptionalized v:id designed within the

framework of the court constraints and the minimum busing conditions

to assure consistency in the development of the plan and the assign-

ment or reassignment of pupils, assignment assumptions were

agreed upon:

1. Students walk to school whenever it is possible,
and if the school is within_the_permissable distance,
students will be assigned to the nearest school out
of balance.

2. The census block groups which is the unit of
population reflected in the district's block and
tract structure will be the primary population
assignment unit.

3. Contiguous blocks grouped together" will form
satellite school areas or expanded areas.

4. If school X and the attendance area in question
are predominantly minority, and if schools A,B,
and 'p are predominantly majority, assigning
these students to one or the other schools, the
nearest, will help to reduce the racial imbalance.

5
Sala, op. cit., Vol. IV, p. 25-79.
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5. If school A and B have approximately, the same
percentage of majority students, students will
be assigned to the nearer of the two schools.

6. If school A is within the maximum walking dis-
tance and school B is not, preference shall be
given to assigning students to school A provided
the school capacity and the racial band measure
permit.

7. If any schools have a higher4 percentage of
majority students than does either of the other
schools the assignment of blocks to satellite or
expanded region must maintain contiguous
boundaries.

8. Students assigned outside their attendance area
as a satellite region will be permitted to remain
at the assigned school for the -remainder of their
elementary schooling unless the family moves
from the area.

Assumptions:

1 . Elementary Schools

33



12

1.1 Harding school would continue as an open

enrollment school drawing students from the

entire city. This school would be racially

balanced.

1.2 The basic elementary school grade 'con-

figuration would be grades (K-5).

1.3 Garfield and Longfellow elementary schbols

would close and the attendance area for

these schools reassigned.

1.4 Burton School is to continue as a (Ki-4) urban

network school.

1.5 Wayne school would be ari elementary school

in transition.

2. Middle Schools

2.1 The district's middle schools would house

grades (6-7-8) having housed only grades

(7-8) during the 7475 school year.

2.2 The Model Middle School will close and

the students currently enrolled will be

permitted to enroll at Gridley Middle School

or their attendance a

0
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2.3 East High would contirlue to -house grades

(7-8) pending the complete transition of

Wayne as a middle school.

2.4 Roosevelt would continue to have an

expanded attendance area (Roosevelt 1)

3. Senior High Schools:

3.1 Academic high schools would house grades

(9-12). This upper component .of the (4-4-4)

was accepted by the PHRC and the Court

in April 1974.

Conceptionalizing The Plan

1. The impact of school closure:

1.1 Garfield - closure of Garfield school and the

reassignment of the grade (1-5) pupils in this

attendance area to Glenwood, Jefferson, LIncoln,

McKinley, and Pepn.

.1 Assignment Of Pupils:-

. 11 Expanded attendance area would be
dependent upon school capacity and
walking distance to the new school.

.12 All Kindergarten pupils will be
assigned to Washington.

. 13 No pupils bussed.
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1.2 Longfellow - Three schools would be affected by

this closure; Burns, Emerson, and Irving.

.2 Assignment of Pupils:

.21 Expanded attendance are for
Burns and Emerson.

.22 All grade 5 in the new Burns
would be assigned to Irving.

.23 Burns area reassigned.

1.3 Marshall Area - Marshall area. students will be

assigned by grade to the predominantly maju;-ity

schools; Cleveland, Hamilton, and Perry.

1.4 Wayne - Cornell - Burton Edison - Penn

1. Wayne school grades (3-61

2. Edison, expand for 1/2 Wayne (K-1-2)

3. Penn, expand for 1/2 Wayne (K-1,2)

4. Connell - Satellite - 1/2 Burton gr. 5

5. Wayne - Satellite - 1/2 Burton gr: 5

1.5 Schools Not Affected

Columbus - racially balanced'

Harding open enrollment, balanced

Jones - balanced

Diehl - voluntary transfer (13) blacks 1-r) Harding

Burton - Urban Network Schoo

36
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Group I Burns, Longfellow, Emerson, Irving

ENROLLMENT STATISTICS

1973 Pec. 1974

W B T B% W B T B%

BURNS (K-6) 188 159 347 45.7 188 146 334 43.7
LONGFELLOW (K-6) 161 38 191 19.1 161 74 235 31.4
EMERSON (K-6) 413 26 439 5.9 376 23 399 5.7
IRVING (K-6) 409 25 434 5.8 362 36 398 9.1

The Longfellow black population is geographically located

along the north central bay front boundary and is contiguous to the

Burns school black population density. Shifting contiguous blocks

from the closed Longiellow attendance area and the Burns Area

to the majority white school Emerson would bring these two schools

within the proper desegregation measure.

Assignment Assumptions:

1. Students walk to school whenever it is possible,

if the school is within the permissible ,walking dis-

tance pupils-wil: be assigned to the nearet school-

out of balance.
v

2. If School "A" and its attendance area are pre-

dominantly minority (black) and if School "B"

is predominantly majority, then assigning these

37



-

16

is predominantly majority, then assigning these

students (A) to this school "B" will improve the

desegregation measure.

3. If School "C" and its attendance area are pre-

dominantly majority and if school "A" is

predominantly minority then a's-signing these

students "C" to this school "A" will improve

the desegregation measure for this school.

Comparison of Group I Attendance Area:

ATTENDANCE AREA: Before Plan

Attendance Area = After Plan

(Bayfront)

et

Emerson
(K-5)

Burns
(K-4)

38
Tr, Irving
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Methodology:

1. Partition the closed Longfellow School Attendance
Jcf

area. Reassign the pupils by contiguous blocks

based on distance and race to provide acceptable

racial balance for Emerson and Burns.

2. Reassign, if necessat-y, a sufficient number of

attendance area blocks within the Burns existing

area to provide an acceptable racial balance for

Emerson.

3. The grade configuration for Emerson will be

(K-5), the Burns (K-4).

4. Assign all grade 5 pupils. residing in the new,

Burns Attendance Area to Emerson.

Pupil Assignment Evaluation:
. \

1.. The maximum walking distance for students

"--\°residing within the r eassigned attendance area
.. t

as measuredrfrorn the geographi center '. of the
4'

maximum distance blocl:

FROM TO

/Burns Emerson.
Longfellow Emer4on

..TR-BLOCK

(0'age 30)
-(Page 34)

2. Transportation time<for the gr:ade 5 p pile to

39
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DISTANCE
MILES

1.5
1.5 ,



Irving, estimated by the transportation super

visor, is approximatele 17 minutes from

departure to arrival.

BURNS SCHOOL (Will House Grades .K-4)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

4,1

As of September 1975, the Burns School attendance area

will be redefined accordingly:

1.1 Burns to Emeron - The.area herein described,

formerly part of the Burns attendance area, .is to be

incorporated as part of the riew Emerson attendance

area:

. Starting at Front Street west and Chestnut :Street;

south along Chestnut Street to West Third Street,

west along West Third Street tip Walnut Street,

south along Walnut Street 'to West Fifth Street,

east along West Fifth Street to Cherry Street,

north along Cherry street to the.Bay, along the

Bay Front to Chestnut Street -- the point of
. ,

beginning. Alt streets taken along the centerline

made up of blocks and tracts described as:

TRACT 3 - Blocks 6,7,19,26,31,32,42,53.

1.2 Longfellow,to Burns - The ares herein described,
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formerly part of the Longfellow attendance area, is

to be incorporated a.. part of the new Burns atten-

dance area:

Starting at the intersection of Cherry Street and

West Sixth Street, east along the centerline of

Sixth Street to Peach atreet, south along Peach

Street to the Penn Central Tracks, west along

the Penn Central Tracks to Cherry Street, north

along Cherry Street to West Sixth Street -- point

of beginning. All streets taken along the center

line are made up of blocks and tracts described

as:

TRACT 9 - Blocks 19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,39,40,
41,42,1,2,3,4.

TRACT 10 Blocks 21,22,23,24,25,26,27,49,50,51,
52.

TRACT 12 - Blocks 7,8,12,13.

TRACT 1 - Blocks 7,14,15,22,23 30,36,45,46.

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes

2.1 Burns to Emerson - By this move, 67 assigned

BUrns students are being reassigned to Emerson

for grade'S K-5. Racial composition is as

follows: 14 White and 53 Black. Since all
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these students reassigned are within a 1.5

mile distance from Emerson they will all
6

walk to school. (Per Exhibit 1).

BURNS SCHOOL - .Grades K-4

2.2 Longfellow to Burns, - This move will involx/e

the reassignment of 39 Longfellow students to

Burns' for grades K-4. Racial composition is .

as follows: 36 White and 3 Black. These

students will live within 1.5 miles of Burns

School and will therefore walk to school.

(Per Exhibit 2).

2.3 Fifth Graders - This-move Will reassign 36

present fourth brade studerts at Burns to

Irving School for grade 5 in September 1975.

Racial composition is as follows: 20 White

and 16 Black. (Per Exhibit 3).

Also this reassignment will affect present

fourth graders at Longfellow School who are

in the new Burns attendance area, and they

will also be reassigned to Irving School for,

Sala, op. cit., all exhibits, Vol. IV. pp. 88-117.
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fifth grade. Racial composition is as follows:

4 White and 0 Black. Since all 4 of these

students live further than 1.5 miles from Irving

School, they will all be transported at public

expense. (Per Exhibits 3 and 3a).

Summary Statement

3. The proposed reassignments are compatible with the

building capacity of Burns School. The student

reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 21.6%.
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EMERSON SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Emerson will have an expanded

attendance area resulting from the following boundary

changes:

1.1 Burns to, Emerson - The area herein described,

formerly part 'of the Burns attendance area is to be

incorporated as part of the new Emerson attendance

area:

Starting at the intersection of Front Street west and

Chestnut, south along Chestnut to West Third Street,

west along West Third Street to Walnut Street, south

along Walnut to West Fifth Street, west along West

Fifth Street to Cherry Street, north along Cherry

Street to the Bay, east along the BAy Front to Front

and Chestnut Street -- point of beginning. All streets

taken along the centerline are made up of tracts and

blocks described as:

TRACT 3 - Blocks 6,7119,20,31,32,42,53.

1.2 Longfellow to Emerson - The area herein

described, formerly part of the Longfellow

attendance area, is to be incorporated as part

of the new Emerson attendance area:

4 4
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Starting at the Bay Front and Cherry Street, south

along Cherry Street to the Penn Central Tracks, west

along the Penn Central Tracks to Liberty Street, north

along' 'Liberty Street to the Bay Front, east along the

8ay Front to Cherry Street -- point of beginning;

All streets taken along the centerline are made up of

tracts and blocks described as:

TRACT 3 - Blocks 8,9,17,18,33,34,40,41,54,55.

TRACT 9 - BlOcks 5,6,7,17,18,27,28,37_238.

TRACT- 10 - Blocks 19,20,29,47,48.

TRACT 12 - Blocks 18,19.

2. Impact on Students Resulting frpm Boundary Changes.

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of

157 students to Emerson. Of these, 67 are from Burns

(14 White and 53 Black). and 90 from Longfellow (74

White and 16 Black. Since all these students are within

a 1.5 mile distance from Emerson School, they will walk

to school. (Per Exhibits 1 and 4).

3. Summary Statement

The proposed reassignments are compatible with, the building

capacity of Emerson School. the student reassignment

establishes a Black enrollment of 19.4%.
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IRVING SCHOOL (VVill House Grades K-5)

Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Irving will have an expanded attend-

ance area resulting from the following boundary changes:

1.1 Description of Area:

Starting at the Bay Front and State Street, south

along State Street to Fifth'Street, west along Fifth

Street to Peach Street, south along Peach street to

the Penn Central Tracks, west along the Penn Central

Tracks to Cherry Street, north alona Cherry Street

to the Bay Front, east along the Bay Front to State

Street point of beginning. All streets taken along

the centerline are made up of blocks and tracts

described as:

TRACT 3 - Blocks-2,3,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,
43,44,45,46,47,48,49,50,51,52.

TRACT 9 - Blocks 19-20 21 22 23 24 25 26 39 40 41
42,1,2,3,4.

TRACT 10 - Blocks 21,22,23,24,25,26,27,49,50,51,5 .

TRACT 12 - Blocks 7,8,12,13.

TRACT 1 - Blocks 7,144,0,5/22,23,30,36,45,46.

1.2 Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment
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of 40 fifth grade students from the new Burns attend-

ance area to Irving. The racial composition of the

reassigned students is as follows: 24 White and 16

Black. Since all these students live beyond 1.5 miles

from Irving, they will be transported at public expense.

(Per Exhibit 3).

1.3 Summary Statement

The proposed reassignments are compatible with the

building capacity of Irving School. The student

reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 13.5%.

LONGFELLOW SCHOOL ( CLOSED)

1. Consistent with the School District's Long R-inge Plan,

Longfellow School is to be closed as of September

1975.

2. The present Longfellow attendance area will I divided

between Burns School and Emerson School, which areas

are contiguous to the Longfellow attLndance ,)undaries.

3. Since the reassigned students are witMn 1.5 miles of

Emerson and Burns, the students will walk to school.

4. The 'only exception to this involves 5 fifth grade

students reassigned to the new Burns attendance area.

These stOdents will be transported to Irving School

since Burns will house only K-4 students.

40
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Group H Marshall Area Pupils

ENROLLMENT STATISTICS

1973 1974

SCOOOL W B T %B W B T %B
CLEVELAND 474 7 481 1.5 493 31 524 6.2
HAMILTON 392 23 415 5.5 364 22 386 5.6
PERRy 448 11 459 2.4 442 10 452 2.2

The Mar-shall Attendance Area describes pupils (K-6) who

resided within the Attendance Area formerly assigned to Marshall

School. Marshall School was cited in 1967 as the elementary school

having the highest percentage of minority (85%) in the district. -This

school was closed in 1968, and the children within the area assigned

to the predominately outer city white schools - with only the Kinder-

garten students assigned to a nearby school (Jones). This proposal

will ass!gn students by grade level to three outer city schools;

Cleveland, Hamilton, and Perry.

MARSHALL AREA STATISTICS

DECEMBER )974.
..

PROJI:GTED - SEPTEMBER 1975

Grade '--W B T W B T
K 10 26 36-1 9 '-! 0 33
1 0 19 28 24 33
2 16 26 42 8 16 24 .

3 9 14 23 13 22 35
4 3 18 21 11 12 23
5 6 5 11 3 16 19

f 0
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Assignments AssumPtions:

1. If the Attendance Area to be reassigned is primarily

minority an- d there are no nearby majority schools, or

if the nearby schools are reaciallY balanced, then these

students would be transported to the nearest majority

schools having a racial imbalance.

2. If the pupil distribution and density is such that

satellite attendance areas would have a skewed pupil

distribution, then the attendance area would be

reassigned by grade level rather than tract and blocks.

MethodologyL

The Marshall Area is encompassed and inter3ected by the

Central City Business and Industrial area. Also, the Erie

Redevelopment Authority has planned or is -urrently develop-

ing several projects in this area which presently has a

--plsewed population density. This area experiences a very

high population mobility. Assignment of these pupils to three

predominately majority schools, two of which Cleveland and

Hamilton have experienced a slight improvement in their

racial composition and one majority school Perry with

little or no improvement will balance these schools.
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Assignment under this plan:

MARSHALL AREA

Before

Grade K -- Jones School
Grade (1-6) - Random Assignment

to Various Schools

After

Grade
K -- Jones

(1-2) -- Hamilton
(3-4) -- Pe rry

5 -- Cleveland

28

1. The assigbment of Marshall Area pupils to Majority

schools would be by grade level.

2. The grade assignment to the majority school would

depend upon the existing desegregation measure at

each majority school.

The assignment to the majority schools would depend

upon available space to house the additional pupils.

Assignment Schedule:

1. Kindergarten.,-:- all Marshall Area K pupils will

5 0
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continue to attend Jones School.

2. Grade (1-2) all Marshall Area grade (1-2) pupils

are assigned to Hamilton School. These pupils will

continue at Hamilton and complete their elementary

education at Hamilton. Grade (3-4) - all Marshall

area grade (3-4) pupils will be assigned to Perry

School. They will continue to attend Perry and

complete their education at Perry.

4. Grade 5`- all Marshall Area grade 5 will be assigned

to attend Cleveland School.

For subsequent years or until a central city facility to house

Marshall area 'pupils is available, they will be assigned cyclically,

accordingly:

MARSHALL AREA ASSIGNMENT

School To Attend 1975-76 1976-77 1977-78

JONES K K K
HAMILTON (1-2) (2:-3) (3-4)
PERRY (3-4) (4-5) (' -1)
CLEVELAND 5 1 2

This assignment would not increase the district's trans-

portation above the current 1574-75 level since all Marshall area

pupils were transported. Clustering grade levels will assure racial

balance in the receiving schools for the next three years. The
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district's transportation estimates that the travel time from

departure to arrival will be accordingly: Cleveland, 21 minutes;

Hamilton, 17 minutes; and Perry, 19 minutes.
-

CLEVELAND.SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Cleveland School will have an

expanded attendance area for grade 5. This area,

formerly identifted as the Marshall School attendance

area, is herein described.

Starting at the intersection of East Tenth Street and

Parade Street, south along Parade Street, to East

Eighteenth Street, West along East Eighteenth Street

to State Street, north along State Street to Fourteenth

Street,. West along Fourteenth Street to Peach Street,

north along Peach Street to West Tenth Street, east

along Tenth Street to Parade Street -- point of beginning.

All streets taken along the centerline are made up of

tracts and tlocks described as:

TRACT S - Blocks 23,24,29,30.

TRACT 1 - Blocks 24,25,26,27,28,29,37,38,39,40,41,
42,4-3,44.

TRACT 13 - Blocks 1,2,3,4,5,6,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,
17,18,19,20,21,22.
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2. Impact, on Students Resulting from Boundary Cha.nges

These boundary changes will involve the reas'signment of

19 grade 5 students from the Marshall School s. attendance,

area. The racial composition of this group is 3 White aritfix,

16 Black. All these students will be transported at public

expense: (Per Exhibit 17).

3. Summary Statement

This proposed reassignthent of -students is compatible with

the building capacity of Cleveland. School. The student

reassignment estáblishs'a Black Jenrollment df 13.1%.

HAMILTON SCHOOL. Mill House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Hamilton School Will have an expand-
.

ed attendance/area. for grades 1 and 2. This area, formerly
-----

identified as the Marshall School attendance area, is herein

described:
.

Starting at the intersection of East Tenth Street and Parade

Street, south along Parade Street to East Eighteenth Street,

West along East Eighteenth Street to Stae Street, north

along State Street to Fourteenth .Street, West along

Fourteenth Street to Peach Street, north along Peach Street

to West Tenth Street, east along Tenth Street to Parade

Street - point of beginning.- All streets taken along the
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centerline are made up of tracts and blocks described

as:

TRACT 8 - Blocks \23,24,29,30.

TRACT 1 - Blocks 24,25,26,27,28,29,37,38,39,40,412..
42 43 44

TRACT 13 - Bl cks
1 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundar Charges

These boundary changes will ihvolve the reassignment of 57

grade 1 and 2 students from the Marshall School attendance

area. The raCial composition of this group is 17 White and
t,

4b Black. Since 'these, students reside beyond a 1.5 mile

distance, they will be transported at public expense.

-1 (Per Exhibit 17).

3. Summary Statement

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with-
,

'the building capacity of Hamilton School. The student

reassignMent esthblishes-a Black enrollment of 18.1%.

PERRY,SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Perry School will have an expanded

attendance area for grades 3 and 4. This area, formerly

identified as the Marshall School attendance area, is herein

7.escribed:
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Starting at the intersection of East Tenth Street and Parade

Street, south along Parade Street to East Eighteenth Street,

west along East Eighteenth Street to State Street, north

along State to Fourteenth S' +- \A st along Fourteenth

Street to Peach Street, nor)., 1g Peach Street to West

Tenth Street, east along Tenth Sjtreet to P\arade ,Street --
0

point of beginning. All streets taken along the centerline

are made up of tracts -and blocks describc,f :

TRACT 8 - Blocks 23,24,29,30.

TRACT 1 - Blocks 24,25,26,27,28,29,37,38,39 40,41 42,
43 44

TRACT 13 - Blocks 1,2,3,4,5,6,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,
17,18,19,20,21,22.

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of

63 grade 3 and 4 students from the Marshall School attendance

area. The racial composition of this group is 24 White and

\ 39 Black. These students will all be transported at ,public

''expense. (Per Exhibit 17).

3. Summary Statement

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with

the building capacity of Perry School. The student

reassignrne..,t establishes a Black enrollment of 13.1%.
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Group III Burton-Connell-Wayne-Diehl

Burton School as previously cited inter.s..ects tracts 15 and 16

where the highest minority migraticn has occurred. Public and

subsidized households mae up about 50% of families located in this

region. rhis area encon-ipasses the greatest number of identified

low income families.

TABLE 10

PUBLIC (K-6) POPULATION SUMMARY
CENSUS TRACT 1.5/16

TRAQI 15-
TRACT 16'

Year W\B T W B T
1970 279 260 539 406 34 440
1971 260 2.45 506 , 401 92 493
1972 283 340 623 441 142 583
1973 282 388 680 421 137 558
1974 260 390 650 416 150 554

An examination of the (K-6) census tract summaries for

tracts 15 and 16 reveals the changing demographic, an increase in

the minority population caused by the substantial increase in public

and subsidized housing. Tract 15 and 16 reflect a (K-6) minority

population of 50% and 34% respectively.
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TAB LE 11

BURTON/DIEHL ENROLLMENT

B URTON
i

DI EH L

W B T %B W B T ''413

1970 406 193 599 32.2 350 86 436 19.7
1971 369 234 605 'N . 0 348 136 484 28.1
1972 381 298 67,9 43.8 333 163 496 32.9
1973 311 276 58i 47.0 308 174 482 36.1
1974 264 268 532 50.3 329 150 479 31 ._3

Burton School became an urban network Title 111 school in

1972. The administration will propose to the PHRC and the court

a variance for Burton. The justification for the variance will be

supported bSt the educational and sociological gains to the beneficiaries

of the urban network program participants. Stressing neighborhood,

school, family, and pupil participation the Burton urban network

program has become a model program.

The 1974 statistics indicate that Diehl School is out of racial

balance by approximately 13 black students:\ The district will

encourage the voluntary transfer of black pupils from Diehl to

Harding School, the District's only open enrollmt school.

Connell School is situated in tract 27. During' \the decade

1964-74 tract 27 had experiered the city's most rapid inc ase in

N
residential building. Between the years 1967 and 1972 its population

increased 75% to 6,553 from 3,726. Private, development has
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sponsored a substantial portion of the residential construction,
1

. o

however, in addition to private development, scattered site publtc

housing, 76 units; and moderate income subsidized housing, 296

rental units ar''e proposed\for'the area, of these, 146 units for

the elderly are,planned in an eight story apartment complex. The

developers of these units ,are awaiting the availability ' federal

funds to start construction.

TABLE 12

PUBLIC (K-6) POPULATION SUMMARY
CENSUS TRACT 27

vy e T e%
1970 665 19 684 2.7
1971 629 17 646 - 2.6
1972 641 40 711 5.6
1973 685 40 725 5.5
1974 663 55 709 7.6

CONNELL ENROLLMENT

W B : T 8%
1970 634 10 644 1.6
1971 584 9 593 1.5
1972 611 22 633 3.4
1973 627 28 655 4.3
1974 613 35 648 5.4
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The gradual changing minority demographic characteristic

of tract 27 is reflected in tne gradual increase of minority students.

Tract. 27 and Connell School, a majority census trabt, encompasses

the entire Connell School attendance area. Expansion of the Connell

attendance area toward the north would increase the Connell School

minority population however, access from both the walkers and

riders is limited to only "one" thru street. This in effect doubles

both the distance and travel time from the Burton-Diehl area to

Connell Area. The increased traffic flow caused by changing shifts

at the city's largest employers, General Electric and Hammermill

with 12,000 and 2,000 respectively, also contributes to the total

travel time from the Burton-Diehl area to Connell.

Methodology:

1. The assignment of minority puplls would depend upon

the available space to house reassigned pupils.

2. The assignment of minority pupils would be from

the nearest school attendance area having a

higher racial imbalance.

3. The assignment will be according to either a

satellite area or a sa lite gra

The Plan:

Burton-Diehl are the nearest schools to. Connell having a

higher 'racial imbalance, 50.3; and 31.3% respectively. \ The
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administration has recommended to the Board that the Burton Urban

-Network program be continued and further that a variance for the

racial composition of this school will be sought from both the PHRC

and the Court. Since the proposed grade organization for Burton

will continue as (K-4), the current grade 4 pupils promoted in

September 1975 grade 5, will cOnstitute the population basis for

bringing Connell into racial balance.-

This population consists of 64 white pupils and 57 black

pupils.

Connell School scheduled to change from a (K-6) to (K-5)

grade organization would lose 78 current grade six pupils. \

TABLE 13

B.T.F. RATED CAPACITY vs 1974 ENROLLMENT

B.T.F.
RATED cAPACITY

ENROLLMENT
SEPTEMBER 1974

K

200

1(1-4)

480

Sp.Ed.

10

Total

690

K

153

(1-6)

482

Sp.Ed

10

Total

645

Table 13 reveals that for the 1974 school year for grade

level (1-6) the school was slightly over capacity, the out migration

of the current grade 6, 78 pupils, to a middle school will provide

space for approximately 80 Burton area grade 5 pupils. Under the

proposed plan the Burton Area grade 5 will be divided into twO

satellite grade regions.
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TO WAYNE

REGION I

IjURTON ATTENDANCE AREA

REGION II

Assigned to Connell
Made up of 72 students, 32 white, and 30 black.

REGION II

Assigned to Wayne.
Made up of 49 pupils, 32 white and 17 black.

REGION I

TO CONNELL

This subdivision of grade 5 population into regions I

and II was based on the block by block distribution of these pupils.

Since Connell is a mEtjor:ty se-lool, the region to be assigned would

require a greater number of minority students where as, Wayne

school , a racially balanced school, could house a pupil population

whose minority composition is near the upper acceptable bound

(29%). Thus Region II will be assigned to Wayne.
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CONNELL SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, the Connell attendance area will be

expanded for grade 5 to include part of the present Burton

School attendance area. That area is herein described as:

Starting at the intersection of the Penn Central Tracks and

Downing Avenue, Sou0 on Downing Avenue to the Old Lake

Erie Railroad to McCain Avenue, north on McCain Avenue

to the Penn Central Tracks west along Penn Central Tracks

to Downing Avenue the point of beginning. All streets

taken along the centerline are made up of tracts and blocks

described as:

TRACT 15 - Blocks 8,25,70,73,40,41,48,49.

TRACT 16 - Blocks 7,8,16,17,30,31 39,40,49,50,55,56,57,
61 62

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes

The expansion of the Connell attendance area will involve the

reassignment of 72 students in grade 5 from the Burton School

attendance area., The racial composition of this group is

32 White and 40 Black. Since these students reside beyond

the 1.5 mile distance, they will ;De transported at public

expense. (Per Exhibit 9).

3. Summary Statement
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The reassignment is compatible with the building capacity

of Connell School. T',?, student reassignment establishes a

Black enrollment of 13.3%.

BURTON SCHOOL (./Vill House Grades K-4)

1. Thera are no boundary changes or student reassign-

ments proposed for Burton School despite the fact

that Burton is out of racial balance (51.8% Black).

2. For the past two years, Burton School has served as

the Pilot School for the Urban Network Project, a

Federally Funded Program by Health, Education and

Welfare. This is a unique experimental program that

has strong community and extensive parental support.

The program attempts to eliminate cultural deficiencies

by using strong supportive staff, reduced class size,

personal counseling, home visitations, and increased

rapport among home, school, and community.

3. It is feared that any alteration of the Urban Network

Program could result in a significant loss of the

entire Burton School community at a critical point

in the program's development. Furthermore, any

diminution of the program could result in the loss of

Federal Funding for a very worthwhile enterprise.
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Group IV - Garfield-Glenwooc!-Jefferson- Lincoln- McKinley-Penn

Under the proposed new r.lan Garfield School will be closed.

Following the olosurF: of Marshall School in 1968 and continuing to

the present, Garfield School ; .7.)S been the district's highest mino,"ity
-

school. The Garfield attendance area is predominantly minority,

and since there is insufficient. space to house all of the attendance

area (K-6) children the c%.ercrowded "spillover" was assigned to

Washington School. This assignment contributed and was the major

cause of WashingtOn becoming a minority segregated school. The

Garfield black Population is scattered proportionally within tract 13

and part of 14. Shifting contiguous blocks from the closed pre-

dominantly periphary white schools - Glenwood, Jefferson, Lincoln,

McKinley, and Penn.

Assignment Assumptions:

1. Students walk to school whenever it is possible and if

the school is within the permissible walking distance

pupils will be assigned to the nearest school out of

balance.

2. If School "A" and its attendance area are predominantly
5i4 .

minority (black) and if School "B" is predominantly

majority, then "assigning these students (A) to this

school (B) will improve the desegregation measure for

this school. .
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Comparison of Group 4. Attendance Area

1. Garfield Attendance Area Before Plan

GARFIELD SCHOOL

2. Garfield Attendance Area: Proposed Plan

PENN

REGION IV

4-

REGION REGION REGION' REGION
II / V

, /

V',

Glenwood Lincoln Jefferson McKinley
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Methodology:

1. Partition the closed Garfield attendance area.

Reassign the pupils in grades (1-5) contiguous

blocks based on maximum walking distance and

race to provide a desirable desegregation measure

for Glenwood Jefferson, Lincoln, McKinley, and

Penn.

2. The grade configuration for Glenwood, Jefferson,

Lincoln, McKinley and Penn will be (K-5).

All Kindergarten children residing within the Garfield

attendance area will be assigned to Washington.

TABLE 14

ENROLLMENT STATISTICS
GROUP 4 SCHOOLS

1973 1974

W B T %B W B T %B

Garfield 124 213 337 63.2 101- 210 311 67.5
Glenwood 389 8 397 2.0 364 4 368 1.0
Lincoln 491 37 528 7.0 491 47 538 8.7
McKinley 262 86 34P 24.7 -254 68 322 21.1
Jefferson 470 44 514 8.6 441 58 499 11.6
Penn 223 24 247 9.7 215 22 237 9.2
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The Plan:

The Garfield attendance area will be partitioned into five

satellite regions, each of which will be contiguous to.the
.existing Attendance areas of the group four Schools.

Regionalizing the 'closed Garfield attendance ar'ea will affect

some pupils who reside within this Garfield attendance area .

but attend Washington. Under the proposed ,plan all children

grades (1-5) residing within the satellite region will be

reassigned. All present and future Garfield area Kinder-

garten pupils will be assigned to Washington. Each candidate

satellite asSignment region'will be simulated, so that the

blocks assigned will be within the maximum walking distance .

range, an4 provide the desegregation measure within the

acceptable racial band tolehance.
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GARFIELD SaHOOL

V.

Since Garfield School will be closed, the Garfield attendance

area 'will be divided into ifive attendance regions.whiCh \ ill be

assigned to the following Contiguous---aMendance areas.

1-5:

fr'
REGION Assigned to Lincoln.

REGION II Assigned

REGION. III Assigned

REGION IV Assigned

REGION V Assigned

Description of Regions:

to.Jeffers'on,.

to Glenwood. N.

to Penh..

to McKinley.

Grades,

1. REGION I:.

Starting at the intersection of German Street.and East

Eighteenth Streef, east along East Eighteenth ,Street to
.

Parade Street, south on Parade Street to East Twenty-
,

first Street, easc on East TweritY7first Street to"Vallace

Street; south on Wallace:Street to East "i'wenty-sixth

Street, west on East Twenty-sixth Street to German
`..

Street, north on German Street to East Eighteenth Street

)the point of beignning. All streets taken along the centerline

are rad e. up of blo9ks and tracts described as:
t-

TRACT 13 - Blocks 26,38,44.

TRACT 18 - Blocks ?,3-09,0,13,14,24,25,26,2 .
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2. REGION II.

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and

Holland Street, east on East Eighteenth Street to German

Street south on German Street to East Twenty-sixth Street,

west or. East Twenty-sixth Street to Holland, north on

Holland Street to East Eighteenth Street -- point of begin-

ning. All streets taken along the center'ine are made up of

blocks and tracts described as:

TRACT 13 - Blocks 25,39,43,50.

TRACT 18 - Blocks 4,8,15,21,23.

(Per Exhibit 7).

a. REGION III.

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and

Holland Street, south along Holland Street to East Twenty-

sixth Street to State Street, north along State Street to

Eighteenth Street, east along East Eighteenth Street to

Holland Street --- the point of beginning. All streets taken

along the centerline are composed of blocks and tracts

described as:
1

TRACT 13 Blocks 23,24,40,41)42,51.

TRACT 18 Blocks 5,6,7,16,1,7,18,19,20.

4 REGION IV:

Starting at the intersection of Parade Street and Penn
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Central Tracks, east along the Penn Central Tracks to Ash

Street south along Ash Street to a s Eighteenth Street;

west along East Eighteenth Street Parade Street the

point of beginning. All streets taken along the centerline

are made up of tracts and blocks described as:

TRACT 14 - Blocks 16,17,18

5. REGION V:

Starting at the intersection /of East Eighteenth Street and

Parade Street, east on East Eighteenth Street to Ash Street,

south on Ash Street to EE _ Twenty-sixth Street, west on

East Twenty-sixth Street to Wallace Street, north on Wallace

Street to East Twenty-fi st Street, west on Last Twenty-first

Street to parade Street north on Parade Street to East

Eighteenth Street -- point of beginning. All streets taken

along the centerline are comr-)sed of blocks and tracts

described as:

TRACT 13 - Blocks 27,2E07,45,46,52,

TRACT 18 - Blocks 1,11,1 28,29.

All Kindergarten students frC\m the former Garfield attendance

area are assigned to Washington School.

GLENWOOD SCHOOL (Will House GrLes K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Glenwooc\ School vill have an
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\ expanded attendance area to include Garfield Region III for

\krades 1-5. This region is herein described:

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and "

Holland Street, south along Holland Street to East Twenty-

sixth Street, west along East Twenty-sixth Street to State

Street, north along State Street to West Eighteenth Street,

east along East Eighteenth Street to Holland Street -- point

of beginning. All streets taken along the centerline are

made up of tracts and blocks described as:

TRACT 13 - Blocks 23,24,40,41,42,51.

TRACT 18 - Blocks 5,6,7,16,17,18,19,20.

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes.

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of

106 former Garfield students to Glenwood School. The

racial composition of this group is 32 White and 74 Black.

Since all these students reside within the 1.5 mile limit of

Glenwood School, they will walk to school. .(Per Exhibit 8)..

3. Summary Statement

This proposed reassignment. of students' is compatible with

the building capacity of Glenwood School. The student

reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 21.2%.
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JEFFERSON SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Jefferson School will have an

expanded attendance area to include Garfield Region II for

grades 1-5. This region is herein described as:

REGION II:

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street to

Holland Street, east on East Eighteenth Street to German

Street, south on German Street to Ease Twenty-sixth Street,

west on East Twenty-sixth Street to Holland Street, north

on Holland Street to East Eighteenth Street -- point of

beginning. All streets taken along the centerline are made

up of blocks and tracts described as:

TRACT 13 - Blocks 25,39,43,50.

TRACT 18 Blocks 4,8,15,21,23.

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of

98 former Garfield students to Jefferson School. The

racial composition of the group is 22 White and 76 Black.

Since all these students reside within the 1.5 mile limit of

Jefferson, they will walk to school. (F'er Exhibit 7),

3. Summary Statement

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with
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the building capacity of Jefferson, School. The student

reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 26.9%.

LINCOLN SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Lincoln School will have an expanded

attendance area to include Garfield Region I for grades 1-5.

This region is herein described:

REGION

Starting at the intersection of German Street and East

Eighteenth Street, east along East Eighteenth Street to

Parade Street, souih on Parade Street to East Twenty-first

Street, east on East Twenty-fifth Street to Wallac.e Street,

south on Wallace Street to East Twenty-sixth Street, west

on East Twenty-sixth Street to German Street, north on

German Street to East Eighteenth Street -- the point of

beginning. All streets taken along the centerline are made

up of blocks and tracts described as:

TRACT 13 - Blocks 26,38, 44.

TRACT 18 - Blcks 2,3,9,10,13,14,24,25,26,27.

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes.

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of

97 former Garfield students to Lincoln School. The racial

composition of this group is 34 White and 63 Black. Since
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all these students reside within the 1.5 mile limit of

Lincoln School, they win walk to school. (Per Exhibit 6).

3. Summary Statement

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with

the building capacity of Lincoln School. The student reassign-

ment establishes a Black enrollment of 21.5%.

McKINLEY SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, McKinley School will have an expanded

attendance area to include Garfield Region V. This Region is

herein described as:

REGION V:

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and

Parade Street, east on East Eighteenth Street to Ash

Street, south on Ash Street to East Twenty-sixth Street,

west on East Twenty-'sixth Street to Wallace Street, north

on Wallace Street to East Twenty-first Street, west! on-
East Twenty-first Street to Parade Street, north on Parade

Street to East Eighteenth Street point of t,;otri.ling. All

streets taken along the ce. .rline are compcsed of blocks and

tracts described as:

TRACT 13 - Blocks 27,2o037,45,46,52.

7-FRAcr 18 Eaocks 4,11,12 28,29.
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2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 38
-former Garfield students to McKinley School. The racial

composition of this group is 23 White and 15 Black. Since

all these students reside within the 1.5 mile limit to McKinley,

they will walk to school. (Per Exhibit 16).

3. Summary Statement

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with

the building capacities of McKinley School. The student

reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 25.1%.

WASHINGTON SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Washington Schbol will have an expanded

attendance area for Kindergarten only which will include the

entire old Garfield School attendance area. For grades 1-5,

the Washington School attendance ar.,:a remaint; unchanged.

The old Garfield School attendance area is herein described:

Start at che interssection of Eighteenth Street and State

Street, east along Eighteenth Street to Farade Street, north

on Parade Street to the Penn Central T7acks, east along

the Penn Central Tracks to Ash Street, south on Ash Street

to East Twenty-sixth Street, west on East Twenty-sixth
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Street to State Street north on State Street to Eighteenth

Street .point of beginning. All Streets taken along the

centerline are made up of tracts and blocks described

TRACT 13 - Blocks 23,24,25,26,27,28,37,38,39,40,41,4-2
43,44,45,46,50,51,52.

TRACT 14 - Blocks 16,17,18 .

TRACT 18 - Blocks 1,2,3,405,607,8,9,10L11,12,13,14,15,
16,17,18,19,20,21,23,24,25,26,27,28 29.

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Proposed Boundary Changes

It is estimated that 73 Kindergarten students are being

reassigned to Washington School. Estimated racial composition

of this group is 18 White and 55 Black. Since these students

reside within 1.5 miles, they will walk to Washington School.

3. Summary Statement

The proposed reassignments are compatible with the building

capacity of Washing... n School. The student reassignment

establishes a projected Black enrollment of 17.4%.

Group V - Wayne- Edison-Penn

Group 5 Wayne-Edison-Penn are clustered as a group and

encompass census tracts 5,6,7 and approximately 50% of

tract 8. Tract 5 is a stable residential neighborhood with

commercial and industrial area confined to its perimeter,.

During the 12 year period from 1960-42 the iDopulatipn
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decreased from 4,682 to 3,937 a difference of 745 people.

Tract 6 contains a large public housing complpx of 496 units.
5

The majority of occupants of the housing complex are low

income. From 1960-72 the population declined from 5,445

to 4,749, a decrease of 696 people. Tract 7 is now in the

initial stages of rapid decline between 1960-1972 the

population declined from 4,266 to 3,466, a total of 800 people.

TABLE 15

TRACT COMPOSITION (K-6)

January
1971

October
1971

March
1973

November
1973 1974

TRACTWB'T W B T WB T W (3 T W (3 T
5 232 2 235 205 8 213 199 6 205 159 7 166 178 11189
6 373 120 493 362 101 463 291 96 387 294 87 381 M5 951E50

7 194 22 216 192 22 214 188 20 208 191 20 211 149 19168
8 205 32 237 174 33 207 224 27 261 202 36 238 68 4503

Group V .- Wayne - Edison Penn

Wayne-Edison-Penn area clustered to form group five. Wayne

is scheduled to undergo extensive renovations and open as a

middle school housing grades (5-8) in September 1977. Under

this proposal Wayne School boundaries would be the s4rne as

described under the (4-4-4) plan. However, in September

1975 only grades 3,4,5 and 6 would be housed.
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This design would converge to the (5-8) grade configuration

by September 1977. Penn and Jones will house grades

(K-5). Since both Penn and Edison would have an out-

migration of the present grade six pupils. These would be

reassigned to Wayne accordinge --4=-4)-boundariese

All present and future Wayne attendance area grades K and

1 will be assigned to Penn and Wayne using the (4-4-4)

boundaries.

TABLE 16.

1973 and 1974 RACIAL COMPOSITION

W B T %B W B T %B
Edison 282 77

1

359 21.4 243 85 328 25.9
Penn 223

F

24 247 9.7 215 22 237 9.3
Wayne 415 156 571 27.3 394 171 565 30.2

TABLE 17

SCHOOL CAPACITY vs ENROLLMENT 1974

B.T.F.
K

Rated
(1-4)1Sp.Ed

Capacie
g.----

Total K (1-6
1974

Sp.Ed.
Enrollment

Total
Edison
Penn
Wayne*

150
100

420
275

-rims 570
375
750

73
38
76-510

263
199

96.

42

432
237 .

628

*Rated as a middle school (5-8)
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Methodology:

1. The assignment of pupils for Wayne would be accord-

ing to expanded attendance areas made up of contiguous

blocks described in the (4-4-4) plan.

2. Students will walk to school whenever it is possible,

and if the school is within the perrnissable walking

distance students will be assigned to the nearest

schdol out of balance.

3. Contiguous blocks will be grouped together to form

satellite school areas or expanded attendance areas.

The Plan:

Jones
(K-5)

0

September 1974
K-1-2

Penn
(K-5)

September 1974
K-1-2

Edison
(K-5)

a)

Wayne
(3-6)

September 1974
IP-

Gr. 6
September 1974

Gr. 6

September 1974

Gr. 5
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1. Penn-Edison - Both Penn and Edison would have an

expanded attendance area - Penn to the east, and
_

Edison to the .west - the new boundary converging on

their previously defined (4-4-4) boundary. Starting

in September 1975 all K,1,2 children in this area will

attend Penn.

2. Wayne - Wayne will become an elementary school in

transition to a (5-8) middle school. Under the pro-

posed, plan Wayne would house all of the current Wayne

attendance area grade 3,4,5, and 6. Additionally,

approximately 47 Burton Area grade 5 pupils would be

the expansion of the grade 6 attendance area to

accommodate pupils from Penn, Jones, and Edison.

All three group 5 schools will be racially balanced.

WAYNE SCHOOL. (Will House Grades 3-4-5-6k

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

1.1 Grades 3 and 4 - For these grades no changes

in the Wayne attendance area are proposed.

1.2 Grade 5 7 Student4 in- this grade who reside

presently in the Wayne attendance area will
-1

contint.....?. to go to VVayne School. Additionally,

those fifth graders from the Burton School

attendance area who reside in the area herein
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described will attend Wa-yne:

Starting at the intersection of the Penn Central

Tracks and DoWning Avenue, west along the Penn

Central Tracks to the Old Lake Erie Railroad

Tracks, southeast along the Old Lake Erie Rail-
.

road Tracks to Downing Avenue extended, north

along Downing Avenue to the Penn Central Tracks--

point of beginning._ All streets taken along the

centerline are made up of tracts and blocks

described as:

TRACT -15 - Mocks 6,4,26,27,28,29,30.31,32,33,
34,35,36,37_08,39;50,51,52,53,54,56,
57,58,59,60,61,62,65.

TRACT 16 - Blocks 9,10,11,12,13,14,15,32,33,34,
35,36,37,38,51,52,53,54,63,64,65. -

1.3 Grade 6

(1) Students in this grade who presently r'eside.

in the Wayne attendance area will continue at

Wayne SchOol.

(2) Additionally, all other sixth graders from the

area herein described, which was.-formerly

part of Penn, Jones, Edison, and Ma.rshall

School attendance.areas, will now attend

Wayne School.
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Starting at Front Street east and German Street,

south along German Street, .to the Penn Central
<or,

Tracks, east along the Penn Centi,al Tracks to

Franklin Avenue, north along Franklin Avenue

(west side only), to the. Lake Front, west along

the Lake Front to German .Strlet --. point of

beginning. All streets taken along the center-

line are made up of tracts and.blocks described

'as:

TRACT 5 - An Blocks .

TRACT 6 - All Blocks

TRACT 7 - All Blocks

TRACT 8 - Blocks, 1,2,3,6,7,8,9,16,11,12,13,
16,17,18,19,20,21,24,25,26,27,28,29.

TRACT 4 - Blocks 778,9,10,11,13,20,21;22,23 24,
25,26,27,28,29,30,31,35.

TRACT 14 - Blocks 1,2,42612 13
14,15.

TRAdT 13,- BloCks

TRACT 15 Blo'cks 1,2.-

1.3 . Burton/Diehl Sixth Graders to Wayne

Additionally, those sixth grade students r esiding

in the area herein described will attend Wayoe

School.
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Starting at the intersection of Buffalo Road and

the Old Penn Central tracks, southeast along ,the

Old Penn Central Tracks to the east city line,

north along the east city line to Buffalo Road,

west along the centerline of Buffalo Road to the

Old Penn Central Tracks -- the point of beginning.

All streets taken along' the centerline are made up

//of tracts and blocks/ described as:

TRACT 15 -,BlockS 57,58,59,61,62.

TRACT 16 - All Of the Blocks in Tract.

2. Impact on Students IRsulting from Boundary Changes

2.1 Grade 5 But4on to Wayne - This move will involve

the reassign7ient of 49 Burton students to Wayne.

The racial/composition is 32 White and 17 Black.

These stZdents will all be transported at public

expenthe. (Per Exhibit 12).

2.2 arade 6

.1) Penn, Edison, Jones, Marshall to Wayne

This reassignment will affect 93 students

from the above cited schools. The racial

composition is 77 White and 16 Black.

TheSe students all reside within the two-

mile limit and wiil waLK to Wayne School.

(Per Exhibit 15).
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.2) Burton, Diehl ..td Wayne

Also reassigned are 73 incoming sixth

grade students from the Burton-Diehl

attendance area th Wayne. The racial
1

composition is 5$ White a.nd 20 Black.

These students will all be\ transported at

public expense. (Per Exhiidit 11).

Summary Statement

Consistent with the District's Long Range Plan Wayne School

is proceeding toward full Middle School implementation. The

proposed reassignments are compatible with the building

capdcity of Wayne School. The student reassignment estab-

lishes a Black enrollment of 21.1%.

EDISON SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. 'Proposed Boundary Changes

No change in attendance area'is proposed for students in

grades 3,4, and 5. For grades K,1, and 2, however, the

attendance area has been expanded to include part of ,the

present Wayne School attendance area, as herein described:

Starting at the Lake Front and EasL Avenue, south on East

Avenue to thr,' Penn Central Tracks, east along the Penn

Central Tracks to Camphausen Avenue, north along Camp-
1

1

hausen Avenue to the Lake -- the point of beginning. All
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streets taken along the centerline are made up of tracts and

blocks described as:

TRAcrr 5 - Eaocks 2,3,5,6,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18;19,20
21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36
37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44245,46,47,48,49,50,51,52,53.

TRACT 6 - Blocks 3,33,47,48,49,50,51,52,53.

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 75

grade 1 and 2 students from the present Wayne School

attendance area. The racial composition of the group

reassigned is 72 White and 3 Black. Since these students

reside within a 1.5 mile distance, they will walk to Edison

School. (Per Exhibit 10).

30 Summary Statement

The proposed reassignments are compatible with the building

capacity of Edison School. The student reassignment estab-

lishes a Black enrollment of 23.9%.

PENN SCHOOL (Will House Grade's K-5)
;

1. Proposed Boundary Changes

As of September 1975, Penn School will have an expanded

attendance area resu,ting from the following boundary changes:

A. Garfield to PE 1,-1 - The area herein described, formerly

part of the Garfield attendance area, is to be incorpor-

, ated as part of tne new Penn attendance area and is
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identified as Region IV of the old Garfield area:

Starting at the intersection of Parade Street and Penn

,Central Tracks; east along Penn Central Tracks,td Ash
o

Street,, south along Ash Strdet to East Eighteenth Street,

west along East Eighteenth Street to Parade Street --

point of beginning. All streets taken along the O"enterline

are made up of tracts and blocks described as:

TRACT 14 - Blocks 16,17,18.
7

2. Wayne to Penn - The area herein described, formerly. part

of the VVayne attendance area, is to be incorporated as part

of the new Penn K,1 and '2 attendance area:

Starting at the intersection of the Lake Erie Railroad and

Reed Street, south. u.n Reed Street to East Rinth S..reet,

east on East Ninth Street to Wayne Streut, s6uth on Wayne
4

Street to East Tenth Street, east on East Tenth Street to.

the Lal:ce Erie Railroad, south along Lake Erie Railroad to

the intersection of the Penn Central Railroad, east e.long

Penn Central Railroad to East Avenue, north along East

Avenue to the Bay. All streets taken alcng the centerline

are made up of tracts and blocks described as:

TRACT 4 - Blocks 10,24,26,26,117,35.
-

TRACT 7 - Blocks 1,2,3 6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,i4_,1£,3,19,20,
21,27,28.

TRACT 14 - Block 1.
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3. Impact on Students Resultirg from Boundary Changes

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 18

Garfield students 4 White and 14 Black, all in K-5 grades,

and 54 Wayne student's in grades K-1,2, racially composed

of 43 White and 11 Black. Since all these reassigned

students live within a 1.5 mile distance from Penn School;

they, will walk to school. (Per Exhibits 5 and 14).

4. Summary Statement .

The proposea reassignments are compatible with the building

capacity of Penn School. The student reassignment establishes

a Black enrollment of 17.5%.

Group VI Balanced Schools.

COLUMBUS SCHOOL :(Will House Grades K-5)

1. Since Columbus School is racially balanced at present;

no boundary 'changes or reassignments are propo§ed.

2. The projected racial balance for September 7,?-::5 is

18.8% Black

DIEHL SbHOOL (Will House Grades K-5)

1. There are no proposed boundary changes for the Diehl
- I

'School attendance area. No student reassignments
10,

are proposed.

2. The projected racial balance for September 1975 is
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32.4% Black. .It is recoanizec, .liat Diehl School is

outside of the allowable ractut limits.

racially balance Diehl School involves

are patently undesirable, to wit:

However, to

alternatives that

1.1 The logical movement of Diehl students to Edison

School, which is contiguous to the Diehl area, is,

hampered by the ,hazardous conditions created by .

the Penn Central Railroad Tracks.

1.2 Busing of students to overcome the. hazards

stated in (1.1) does not seem feasible since the

thorc, Jghfares, Franklin Avenue and East

Lake Road, are heavily traveled by large

numbers of the '13,000 employees of the General

Electric Plant and by many hundreds of the

Hammermill Paper Company employees.

It iS likely that many Blacks residing in Tract:::

15 and 16 of the Diehl School Area will move

public housing as it ha,comg.s availaB in

Tracts- 27 (Connell School area) and Tract 30

(Grove:" Cleveland School).

1.4 'oluntary transfer to Harding School will be

encouraged.

:3,
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HARDING SCHOOL (Will -House Grades K-5)

1. It is proposed that Harding School will continue its open

enrollment policy, expanding tI-at policy tb include Grade 5,

for the 1975-76 school year.

JONES SCHOOL (Will House Grades K--5)

1. Since Jones School is racially balanced at present, no boun-

'ary changes or reassignments are proposed.

c- The Kindergarten student:3 from the Marshall School

attendance area wiil continue to attend Jones School as is

the present policy.

3. The projected racial balance for September 1975 is 16.1%

Black.

As required by the plan, this pratticurn writer prepared a

'.:rict and block 'population analysiS for each satellite region or

expanded attendance area proposed under the plan. The basis

for the exhibits was the district's tract and block structure which

is part - ',he Erie Computer Model. The district's block and

traet 2:tructur., up-dated from the pupil data base, provided the'

statistical basis for the Simulations of each region, The pro-
/

edures for configurating the attendance area or satellite attendance

,area arc: described in the final.design of the Erie Computer Model.

1-1-ie projections, as requested by the administration, were

processed accordingly:

8 9
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Grade Survival

1.1 Kindergarten to first grade destination. Persistent

survival ratios for majority schools and minority

schools of 0.75 and 1.00 respectively were used. The

majority schools experience about a 25% out migration

to private schools while inner city schools showing

about 100% retention of Kindergarten children to first

grade.

1.2 Grade (1-4)

These students constitute the 'September 1975 grade

(275) population. In preparing the (4-4-4) plan grade

IDS/ grade survival ratios were developed. The

administration requested that a 100% survival scale

be used.

2. Grade Promotion

The proposed plan assumed 100% grade promotion for all

elementary pupils. This was based on an average grade

,retention of less than 1% over a three year span.

3. Population Mobility

The outet city schodls have a fairly stable population with

the in -migration and out-migration being relatively equal.

However, the inner city schools experience a high population

mobility. This could cause spme, variances in the pro-

jections as presented.

9 0



TABLE 190

SCHOOL ENROLLMFNT SUMMA RY

PROPOSED SEPTEMBER 1975 PLA N

SCHOOL
BURNS

BURTON

KINDERGA RTEN GRADES (1-5)

C LEVE LAND

COLU MBUS

CONNE LL

DIEHL

EDISON-

EMERSON

GA RFIE LD

W BO
43 13

50 40

96 4

35 5

145 5

69 16

75 37

99 25

CLCSED`

TW BO T BLACK
56 131 36 167 21. 6

90 193 208 401 51.8

100 298 45 343 13.1

40 185 -13 228 18.8

150 425 65 490 13. 3

85 225 108 333 32. 4

112 241 76 317 24. 0

124 343 83 426 19. 4

GLENWOOD

HA MILTON

HA RDING

IRVING

JEFFERSON

-
JONES

LINCOLN

LONG FE LLOW

McKINLEY

PENN

PERRY

WASHINGTON

WAYNE
TOTA LS

75 0

65 3

70 10

64 7

100 4

37. 28

131 9

C LOS ED

75

68

80

71

104

65

140

286 77 363

258 57 315

298 55 353

268 '42 310

307 113 420

135 26 161

338 93 431

21. 2

18. 1

15. 6

13. 5

26. 9

16. 1

21. 5

50 15

51 8

90 1

42 59

65

59

91

101

3337 289 1676

200 67 267 25. 1

202 43 245 17. 5

273 41 314 13. 1

118 25 143 17. 4

333 a2____

5057 1392 6449 21. 6
9 1
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TO/FROM

':):111,NFRS:

Eurns from Lon.7.fe11ow

Emerson from J3rns 2

Emerson from Longfellow

Glenwood from Garfield

Jefferson from Garfield

Lincoln ffom Ge:rfield,

McKinley from Ga,field

Penn from Garfield

Penn from Wayne (1-2)

Edison frcm T,%ayne (1-2)

Wayne from .

.

Jones, Penn, Edison (6)

Washington from Garfield (K) 10

. TOTAL WALKERS 111')

Plus- (7.gn.) -EszH7nate

3

o

1 .10

71',

'5 16 2 7 1

.2 21 77:

C, 14

'7)

0 7:

26

40 39 1

73

67 197 115 24 17)
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n'cc Cc.c Exh ib it

24 5 15

n

1

201

74 1 6 110!

1.7 74 106 #8

p ; 22 76 '9F;

1 0 1 34 63 (.1"
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PRESENTL`-- P7IT-7fl OPTED

TO/FROM
RE-ASSTGMENT
*Cle,veland from

Marshall (Gr. 5'1', .

*Cleveland from
Wayne (Bi-Iiinauai)

*.perr,': from

'Marshall (Gr. 3-4)
*flamilton from

Marshall (Gr. 12)
*Jones'"from

6.
Marshall (Kgn-)

*Connell Ercm
Burton Gr.

19 24 -33 8 16

6 24 33!

*W.ayne from
;

Burton (1-i CI-. 0

TOTAL PRESENTLY
.TPANSPORTED-

ADDITIONAL
,TRANSPORTATION
PER PROPOSAL.
Tb/FROM
**Irving;from Burns (Cr. 5)

9 24 74 33 8 18 26

TOTAL TRANSPORTED
PER PROPOSAL 9

*T1-s'e Stucients arc
**Onlv New Transocr

Pre*.ent Ve

t.ation PeciurcH rcncEal..

4-



r-.

r,i,)

17 40 .571

,1!

40

a 7 1

72.

f a e xbibit mho r

418

417

s C 72

1

iC 401 74 4 0

412

'.:1; 41. C-;

9 6



73

TABLE23

The School District of the City of Erie, Pa.

SUMMARY OF REASSIGNED STUDENTS

A. WALKERS W B T W B T

Grades 1-6 431 344 775

Grade (Kindergarten 115 83 197

TOTAL 546 426 972

B. TRANSPORTED

Present 117 188 305

Propos Pd 24 16 40

TOTAL 141 204 345

GRAND TOTAL 687 630 1317

C. MOVEMENT COMPARISON WHITE% BLACK%

1. WALKERS 52.2 47.8

2. PRESENTLY TRANSPORTED 38.4 61.6

3. TOTAL TRANSPORTED
PER PROPOSAL 40.9 59.1

4. TOTAL REAS-SIGNMENT
PER PROPOSAL 52.2 47.3

5. DISTRICT (1-5) COMPARISON
OF REASSIGNMENT 8.4 7.7



ANALYSIS OF PUPIL STATISTICS

FOR

IMPLEMENTED PLAN,,
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The analysis of pupil statistics for the 'plan which includes

the district's middle school grades (6-8) and seniOr high school

grades (9-12) is presented.' The validation process is described

by the systems flow chart, figure 1.

These activities are described as follows:

Task 1. April 1975, plan accepted.

Task 2. Up-date school census.

This task was accomplished through the data services

Task 3.

department, pre-printed census enumeration forms

were prepared from the district's pupil data file.

Forms +Were validated by the schools, corrections/

additions were made. All changes, additions,

corrections were processed by the data service depart-

ment.

New school boundaries.

The new school attendance areas were configured

according to their contiguous tracts-?And blocks.
7

These new attendance area described as Exhibits 1-13,
1

were merged to the district's school attendance files.

7
Sala, op. cit., Maxi I Report, Volume IV, pp. 88-112.
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FLOW CHART/PUPIL UP-DATE .

cl)

8

NROLLE

YES
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Task 4.

Task 5r

Task 6.

Ta4k 7..

75

More changes.

This task involved the precise validation of all school

attendance areas. Expended and satellite school

attendance areas were verified.

School Assignment Lists

Although school changes occur daily the interim wait-

ing period for task 4 placed the district's pupil data

file in its most current and up to date postufse.

Notification letters to the parents of pupils reassigned
r,

were prepared by the data servioes department.

Parent Letters Mailed

District/School pupil assignment .

Census cards are pre-printed and distributed to all

the city's public and non-public schools. The yellow

census card form #73-002 is used. During a 7 day

adjustment period, from the opening of school, the ,

pupil membership is validated. Pupils who report and

for whom a yellow pre-printed census card is avail-

able are placed on the school's active roll. Cards

for pupils who fail to appear are returned to the
40-district's data services department for'. investigation.

Probable causes for failure to report are: the family

left the district, the child moved and attends 'another

102



Task 8

Task 9.

76

public school in the district, the child attends a district

non-public school, the child's whereabouts is unknown,

the child is deceased.

New Pupils

A student who reporth to a school and for whom there

is not a pre=printed yellow census card is a new pupil..

The school prepares a salmon card #75-006 for all

-new pupils, the child is ertered on the schools active

role. The salmon card is sent to the data services

department for processing. The salmon cards

represent several situations: district public school

pupils assigned to school A, but report to school B

because of an attendance area address change; district

non-public school pupils assigned to a non-public

school, but now enroll at their attendance area public

school; students new to thes district.

Up-date/process changes.

The yellow census cards, and salmon census cards

are sorted:

Yellow. cards__

1. Students assigned to school A but reported to B.
2. Students who left the district.

a

3. Students whose whereabouts are unknown.
4. Deceased students.
5. Students Past compulsory age.
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Task 10

77

Salmon cards

Salmon cards are used to report new pupils who

report to a school and are placed on the school's

active roll. These -cases are:

1. District students assigned to public school A but
reported to public school B.

2. District students assigned to a nonpublic school
but report to a district public school.

3. District students assigned to a public school but
report to a nonpublic school.

4. Students new to the district.

Processing changes

1. School changes: students are retained on the
active roll, school changes are processed.

2 . Students who left the district: these students
are placed on the inactive file.

Students past compulsory age: These students are
placed on the inactive roll.

4. Students deceased: these students are deleted.

5. New students: these students are placed on the
district/school inactive roll.

All changes processed. Th6 pupil data file is
I

vdHtJcted foranymtssing data element i . . date of

birth, school number, horne room assignment, race,

grade.

District/school enumeration reports are preparedand

distributed.
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TABLE 1

ELEMENTARY GR. (1-5)' ENROLLMENT
WITHOUT thPECIAL EDUCATION

October 1975

SCHOOL GR . W B/10 ToTAU % 13/0
BURNS K-4 107 30 162 18.5 .

BURTON K-4 249 193 442 45.9

CLEVELAND K-5 264 63 327 15.9

COLUMBUS K-5 159 41 200 19.2

CONNELL K-5 409 62 471 13.1

DIEHL K-5 197 138 335 41.1

1EDISON K-5 160 84 244 34.4

EMERSON K-5 337 71 408 17.4

GLENWOOD , K-5 234 68 302 22.5

HAMILTON K-5 236 44 280 15.7
(1..."

HARDING K-5 249- 62 311 19.9

IRVING K-:5 258 42 300 14.2

JEFFERSON K-5 303 91 394 23.1

JONES K-5 125 .20 145 13.8

LINCOLN K-5 284 82 _366. 22.3

Mo KINLEY K-5 190 61 251. 24.3,

PENN K-5 187 47 234 , 20.0
,

PERRY . K-5 '271 45 316 14.2

WASHINGTON K-5 116 20 136 14.7

WAYNE K-5 151 55 206 26.7

TOTAL 4488 1322 5835 22.65
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TABLE 2 ,

ELEMENTARY (K-5) ENROL LMENT
Wn-Hour SPECIAL 'EDUCATION

October 1975

SCHOOL GR . W B/O TOTAL % 13/0

B URNS K-4 140 55 196 36.3

B URTON K-4 298 253 551 45.9
-
CLEVELAND K-5 -391 74 465 15.9

..

COLUMBUS K-5 197 47 244 :19.3

CONNELL K-5 545 65 610
.,

10.6

DIEHL K-5 264 165' 429 38.5

EDISON K-5 247 126 373 33.8c,

EMERSON k-5 435 84 - 519 162

G LENWOOD K-5 234 68 302 22.5

HAMILTON K-5 299 44 J.343 12.8

HARDING K-5 . 310 77 387 19.9

IRVING K-5 333 45 378 11.9
I

JEFFERSON K-5 408 96 , 504 19.0

JONES K-E 178 46 224 ' 20.5

LINCOLN K-5 358 84 442 19.0

McKIN LEY K-5 224 73 297 24.8

PENN K-5 242 55 297 18-.5

PERRY K-5 361 45 406 11.1

WASHINGTON K-5 '159 65 224 29.6

WAYNE: K-5 151 55 206 26.7

T-OTAL- _ _ ____ 774 1623 7397 21.9
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TABLE 3
MIDDLE SCHOOLS GR. (6-7-6

WITHOUT SPECIAL EDUCATION
October 1975 .

MIDDLE SCHOOLS GR W B/0 TOTAL ,

,

% B/0_
EAST JR 7-8 268 48 316 15.2
GRIDLEY 6-8 407 119 526 22.6
MEMORIAL 6-8 624 113 737 15.3
ROOSEVELT 6-8 534 / 175 709 24.6
WILSON 6-8 670 163 833 19.6
WAYNE 6 173 58 231 25.1

TOTAL 6-3 j2676 676 3352 20..16

TABLE 3A

GRADES (9-12)

WITHOUT SPECIAL EDUCATION

SR. HIGH SCHOOL 9-12 W B/0 TOTAL % B/O
ACADEMY , 9=-12 741 246 987
EAST 9-12 706, 256 992 25.8
STRONG VINCENT 9-12 1105 168 1273 13.2

TOTAL 9,-12 2582 t.670 a552 26
AVTS (9-12)

/9-12TECH-X 126,9 71 1334 5.4
TECH-1' 9-12 1259 70 1338 5.9

TOTAL, AVTS 9-12 2522 150 2672 5.6-1 [
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TAB LE 4

ELEMENTARY /(K-5) ENROLLMENT
WITH SPECIA L EDUCATION

October 1975

SCHOOL GR W B/O TOTA L

B URNS k-4 141 55 166

BURTON K-4 305 261 566
I .

,

CLEVELAND K-5 433 99 532
\

COLUMBUS K-5 217 47 263

CONN EL L. K-5 556 68 624

DIEHL K-5 264 165 429

EDISON , K-5 306
,

140 446

,

EMERSON
.

.K-5 435 84
.-

519 .

. :

'GLENWOOD :K-5 234 8 302
,

HAMILTON K,...5 299 44' 343

HARDING K-5 323 89 412

..

IRVING K-5 339 . 45, 384

JEFFERSON K-8 418 101 519

JONES K-5 178 46 ', 224
.

.

LINCOLN
I

K,5 36 86 449

Mc KIN L EY K-5 . 224 73 297
,

PENN K-5 242 55 297

PERRY , K--5 37 50 425

WASHINGTON KSO 159 65 . 224

WAY N E K-5 171 64 235

TOTAL' 5981 1706 7687
108.
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TABLE 5
MIDDLE SCHOOLS GR . (6-7-8) ENROLLMENT

WITH SPECIAL EDUCATION
October 1975

SCHOOL GR . W B/0
k

TOTAL % B/0

EAST JR . 7-8 268 48 316 15.2
GRIDLEY 6-8 407 119 526 \ 22.6
MEMORIAL 6-8 681 145 826
ROOSEVELT 6-8 549 186 735 25.3
WILSON 6-8 697 175 872 20: 1
WAYNE 6 173 58 231 25.1

TOTAL 6-8 12775 731 3506 20.8
p-

TABLE 5A

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS GR . (9-12)

WITH SPECIAL EDUCATION

I
SR . HIGH SCHOOL GR . W B/O TOTAL % B/0

ACADEMY 9-12 767, 289 1056 27.3
EAST 9-12 748 260 1006 25.8
STRONG. VINCENT 9-12 1117 168 1286 13.1

TOTAL I 12632 1 717 13349 21.4

AREA VOCATIONAL TECHNICAL SCHOOL

AVTS 9-12 W B/0 TOTAL % B/0
TECH-X 1326 , 95 1421 6.7
TECH-Y 1303 97 1400 6.9

TOTAL AVTS 2629 192 2821
.

6.8 ,
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TABLE 6

OCTOBER 1975 DISTRICT TOTALS

GRADES W BYO TOTAL B/0 %

ELEMENTARY (1-5) 4488 1322 5830 22.65
MIDDLE (6-8) 2503 618 3121 19.80

SENIOR HIGH (9-12) 2582 670 3552 18.9
A.V.T.S (9-12) 2522 150 2672 5.61

TOTAL 12095 2760 15715' .17.56

According to table 6 the minority pupil population excluding

Kindergarten pupils and special education pupils represents 17.56%

of the total scho()l district pupil population.

TABLE 7

OCTOBER 1975 DISTRICT TOTALS
ALL PUPILS INCLUDING KINDERGARTEN

AND
SPECIAL EDUCATION

GRADES W B/0 TOTAL

,

/0 %

ELEMENTARY (K-5 ) 5981 1706 7687 22.2
MIDDLE (6-8) 2775 731 3506 20.8
SR. HIGH (9-12) 2632 717 3349 21.4
A.V.T.S (9-12) 2629 192 2821. 6.8
SPECIAL SCHOOLS, 78 13

TOTAL 14095 3359 17454 19.2

Table 7 indicates the total pupil population, as of,October

1, 1975, the total minority population represents 19.2% of the total

pupil population.
!1
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8
Proposed vs. actual enrollment

B/0 TOTAL
Proposed 5057 1392 6449
Actual 4486 1344 5830

TABLE 8

PROPOSED vs ACTUAL ENROLLMENT

GRADES (1-5) ONLY

W 8/0 TOTAL % B/0
PROPOSED
ACTUAL

VARIATION

4896
4488

-408

1349
1322

-27

6245
5810

-435

21.6
22.6

The variation in actual pupil enrollment as presented in

table 8 indicates a net district out migration of 435 pupils which

includes 408 white pupils and 27 minority pupils. The grade out

migration of these pupils, presented as table 9, indicates that

the white pupil out migration was greater at grade two and three

where 142 and 106 pupils for those respective grades did not

return to their assigned schools. This total out migration for

grades two and three distributed among the districts' 20 elemen-

tary schools averages 7 pupils. This out migration was not

8
Sala, op. cit., Final Plan, Maxi I, Vol. IV., p. 82.



sufficiently concentrated to.''cause any elementary school to fall

out of racial balance. It is not anticipated that this out migration

would continue into the second year.

TABLE 9
PROPOSED vs ACTUAL ENROLLMENT

GRADES (1-5)
October' 1975

GRADE

Proposed Actual Variation
W B/O W B/O W B/O

1 1053 271 1000 291 - 53 +20
2 1045 275 903 266 -142 - g
3 935 283 829 278 -106 - 5
4 958 240 912 216 - 46 -24

905 280 844 257 - 61 -23

TOTAL 4896 1349 4488 1322 -408 -27

Racial band analysis

The Racial band deviation, calculated according to the

PHRC formula, permits a minority pupil deviation of 30% in either

direction calculated for all pupils in a given grade span. All the

schools (1-5) of a given grade span are used to establish:

1. The total minority pupils of the given grade span.

2. The total pupils, minority and majority for the given
grade span.

Formula:

D = RACIAL BAND DEVIATION

T = TOTAL PUPILS FOR THE GRADE SPAN

M = TOTAL MINORITY PUPILS FOR A GIVEN GRADE SPAN.
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D = + [M x (0.30)]

The Court in its May 1972 consent decree permitted an

additional 2% deviation added to this measure. Accordingly, the

district's racial band deviation is expressed as,:

D = + ([M x (0.30)]+ 2 )

The racial band:

The racial band for any school falling within the descr-.4Ded

organizational grade span is determined accordingly:

low point

high point

Grade Span Grade Span
Minority %. Deviation

Grade Span Grade Span
Minority % Deviation

Thus a racially balancd school is described 'as having its total

minority population falling between the lower point and high point

of the racial band.

Racial band calculations.

Proposed plan enrollment

The court established a projected minority racial band of

12.9% to 29.1% for all schools of grade span (1-5). The Court,

and the PHRC arrived at this racial band using grade (1-5) 1974

statistics.

Implementation of the plan would require all (1-5) schools to have

a minority racial enrollment between. 12.9% and 29.1%.
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Actual plan enrollment

The actual (1-5) minority enrollment October 1, 1975 was

22.6%. The racial band, deviation according to the actual enrollment

is

DA [(22.6) x (0.30)] + 2 3 + 8.8

Giving a low point of 13.1% and a high poini of 31.4%.

Table 10 indicates that only Burton, Diehl and Edison

elementary schools have student minority population outside (above)

the Court agreed racial band of 12.9% to 29.1%, this variation will
\

be discussed later. The reader Olou ld also know that the actual

elementary school racial band calculation, calculated according to

the October 1, 1975 pupil statistics, indicates that the grade (1-5)

racial band would lie betwean 13.1% and 31.4%. Table 10 displays

the school distribution within this 'racial band.
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TABLE 10
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RACIAL BAND GROUPING

GRADE (1--5)
OCTOBER 1975

RACIAL BAND WIDTH
Below 13.1 13.1 to 21.4 Above 31.4

e
BURNS 21.9 BURTON 45.9

CONNELL CLEVELAND 15.9 DIEHL 41.4
.

COLUMBUS 19.2 EDISON 34.4

EMERSON 17.4

GLENWOOD 22.5

HAMILTON 15.7

HARDING 19.9

IRVING 14.2

JEFFERSON 23.1

JONES 13.8

LINCOLN 22.3

AcKINLEY 24.3

PENN 20.0

PERRY 14.2

WASHINGTON 14.7

WAYNE 26.7

115



89

2. Middle Schools

Middle school W .B/O Total %B/O
Gr. (6-8) Enrollment 2503 618 3121 19.8

Middle school racial bahd:'
"\

DEVIATION [(198) x 0.30] + 2)

= -12 7.94

lower point = 11.86%

upper point = 27.74%

TABLE 11

MIDDLE SCHOOL RACIAL BAND SPREAD

Below 11.86% 11.86% to 27.74% Above 27.74%

NONE East (7-8) 15.2%
Gridley 22.6%
Memorial 15.3%.
Roosevelt 24.6%
Wayne 25.1%
Wilson 19.6%

NONE

3. Senior High Schorls

The senior high school racial band is calculated only for

the Academic attendance area high schools - Academy, East and

Strong Vincent. The AVTS schools (Tech - X and Tech - Y) have

a city wide enrollment, and as such are not calculated In the grade

(9-12) racial band analysis.
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3.1 Senior-High School Enrollment October 1975.

School B/O- Total B/O%

Acackwny 741 246 987 24.5,
East : 736 256 992 25.8
Strong Vincent .1105 les 1273 13.2

Total -2582 670 3252 20.6

3.2 Racial Band Deviation

'D = + (20.6) x (0.30) + 2 = 8.18

low point = 12.42

high point = 28.18

TABLE 12

3.3 Senior High .School Racial Band Spread

GR. (9-12) October 1, 1975 ENROLLMENT

Below 12.4% 12.4% to 28.2% Above 28.3%

NONE Academy '24.5%
East 25.8%
Strong Vincent 13.2%

NONE

117



TABLE 13

PROPOSED vs ACTUAL MINORITY

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (1-5)

SCHOOL PROPOSED % ACTUAL% DEVIATION %
BURNS 21.6 21.9 -F0.3

BURTON 51.8 45.9 -5.9

CLEVELAND 13.1 15.9 +2.8

COLUMBUS 18.8 19.2 40.4
I

CONNELL 13.3 13.1 -0.2
I

DIEHL -32.4 41.4 +8.7

EDISON 24.0 34.4 +10.4

EMERSON 19.4 17.4 -2.0

GLENWOOD 21.2 22.5 +1.3

HAMILTON 18.1 15.7 -2.4

HARDING 15.6 19.9 +4.3

IRVING 13.5 14.2 40.7

JEFFERSON 26.9 23.1

JONES 16.1 13.8 -2.3

LINCOLN 21.5 22.3 +0.8 1
i

McKINLEY 25.1 24.3 -0.8

PENN 17.5 20.0 2.5

PERRY 13.1 14.2 1.1

WASHINGTON 17.4 14.7 -2.7

WAYNE 21.1 26.7 5.6

DISTRICT 21.6 22.65 1.05
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4. Discussion of Rncial Band Variations

4.1 Elementary schools 7

Three elementary schools Burton, Diehl, and Edison

had for the 1975-76 school year a minority population

outside the permissible racial band for elementary

schoolE xiing a grade span (1-5).

--- Burton school -- 51.8%

The Court permitted. a variance in bringing Burton

school into racial bstlance with September 1977:

--- Edison --- The plan, as proposed, projected

Edison to have a minority (black) pupil population

of 24%. However, the deviation for Edison was

caused by the Court's reassigning of 75 Wayne area

pupils; 73 white and 2 black to Burtrn school. In

complying with the wishes of the Court Edison became

a black segregated school, however this action

improved the racial composition of Burton school to

45.9% from a proposed 51.8%.

-- Diehl School

Diehl school projected to house a minority pupil

population of 32.4%, was not racially balanced as

ordered by the Court, The school district proposed

to racially balance Diehl by use of the Pat"ental
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9
Voluntary transfer plan. 'However the .voluntary

0
transfer of pupils was not sufficiently large to

overcome the influx of minority children to newly

renovated public housing.

--- Small deviations which had no effect on the

elementary school racial balance.

BURNS (40.3) LINCOLN (40.8)
CLEVELAND (+2.8) McKINLEY----- (-4).8) 4
COLUMBUS (40.4) PENN (-I-2.5)
EMERSON (-2.0) ---.. PERRY (+1.1)
GLENWOOD (+1 .3) WASHINGTON (-2.7)
HAMILTON (-2.4) WAYNE (+5.6)
IRVING

r ERSON
( 0.7)
(-3.8)

-,

JONES (-2.3)

4.2 Middle, Schools

No racial band variations.

4.3 Senior High Schools

No racial band variations.

9
Sala, op. cit., Maxi I, vol. III. p. 1-40.
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96

Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA Title I).

The implementation of the plan would have a significant

effect on the identification of target area schools and qualified

disadvantaged children eligible for E.S.E.A. Title I educational

programs. This writer prepared city wide statistics for both public

and non-public school children. Statistics prepared included:

1.1 Public school enrollment for each public school

attendance area.

1.2 The non-public school enrollment for each non-public

school.

1.3 The assignment of all pupils public and non-public,

to their attendance area public school. This would

indicate the impact of non-public school children to

public schools.

1.4 _The identification by school and tract and block of

all disadvantaged children.

1.5 The distribution of all non-public school children to

their attendance area public school.

The completed statistics presented as section 3, Maxi II,

appendix, were prepared by this writer and the data services staff.

A tract and block locator scattergram displaying the location of

children according to grade span: elementary (K-5), Middle (6-8),

and senior high also was prepared. The statistics, scattergram
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maps and lists of ESEA Title I efigible students provided the

required and necessary information to the E.S.E.A. Title I pro-

gram planners, and funding for the 1975-76 school year was

approved.

2. Emergency School Aid Act (E.S.A.A.)

Upon the Co.._Jrt's acceptance of the District Final Plan to

desegregate its elementary schools this writer and

Dr. Dalhart T. Dobbs, Manager, Teacher Aide Programs

met to discuss the preparation of a proposal for the

Emergency School AidAct (E.S.A.A.).' The ESAA program

funded by the Office of Health, Education and Welfare is

intended to aid school districts to integrate,. The purpose

of ESAA is designed at:

1. Meeting the special needs incident to the elimination

of minority group segregation and discrimination

among students and faculty in elementary and secondary

schools.

2. Eliminating, reducing, or preventing minority group

isolation in elementary or secondary schools with

substantial .portions of minority group students.

3. Aiding school chil :;oming the educational
,

disadvantages; of , -;.ty group isolation.
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The district's goals for this program are:

1. To increase the reading levels of students who require

remediation.

2. To counsel children who may be experiencing adjust-

ment. problems in their new school environment.

3. To provide multi-cultural experiences which wilt

contribute to increase student's understanding of each

others background.

The proposal required extensive data services related tO

the students' achievement test scores as measured by the January

1075 standardized testS.

This practicum writer, and the data services staff, in a

three week period involving some 200 man hours of computer

terminal time, re-coded,

the district's computer center, test scores for all pupils who

using a computer terminal linked to

would be beneficiaries of the ESSA project.

The services provided:

1. Code on pre-printed profile sheets by pupil identification

number and race.

2. Data entry of the pupils score for each such test. All

scores were entered via computer terminal to the

district's computer center.
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3. Process pupil records and merge with the district's

master test record. Create a new test record file

for the ESAA special project.

4. Modify the statistical package program to process the

E.S.A.A. special project scores,accordingly:

4.1 School/grade Mean Score, Median Score,

frequency distribution.

All students

. 2 Majority students (White).

3 Minority students (Black/Others)

4.2 Combined scores for students who would be

affected by the E.S.A.A. Proposal. Mean

Score, Median Score, and frequency distribution.

.1 All E.S,A.A. project students.

.2 All E.S.A.A. project majority students.

. 3 All E.S.A.A. project minority students.

4.3 The ESAA test score summaries are presented

as appendix section 3.

On June 30, 1975 the Erie School District received an

Emergency School Assistance Act grant in the amount of $472,000.

This was made possible by the test score statistics which supported

the program needs. During the period August 19 thru August 22,

1975 this writer participated in a three day E.S.A.A. orientation
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and planning seminar held at Pittsburgh , Pennsylvania.

3. Notification Letters

Notification letters to parents whose children have been

reassigned under the plan are very important to the

smoothness and public acceptance of the plan. The imple-

mentation represented a major shift in policy and the interest

generated within the community could lead inevitably to con-

fusing rumors. This affirmative action, parent notification,

is positive action,notifying each parent the current school
a

status of his child. To dispel 6.ny rumors or misunder-

standings wherever possible, the school of attendance the

past year and the school to be attended under the plan are

specified. Each family receives notification concerning their

child well in advance of opening day.

This writer and the data services staff had the responsibility

for this complex assignment. School assignment lists were_

extracted from the district'scomputer file, validated against

the corresponding'proposed attendance area, "and separated

according to those Pupils who wOuld be walkers to the new

school assignment or would require transportation to the

new school assignment.

This writer has been assured by school principals, PTA

school presidents, and parents of the value they placed in
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this important .aspect of public information. Further th

parents were directed to additional sources for additiona!

concerns relative t6 the new school assignment.

e,
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NOTIFICATION LETTERS :7\

Letter *1 Closure of the Model Middle School

Letter *2 Movement of grade 6 from the elementary schools
to middle schools.

Letter *3 Reassignment of students as walkers to their new
school assignment.

Letter #4 Reassignment of students who require transportation.

Letter *5 Grade 6 - Burton and Diehl to Wayne.
,

Lette 1 *6 Marshall Area children.

Lette *7 Wayne area grade 1 and 2 to Burton.

Lett r *8 Grade 5 - Burton area to Wayne.

Lett - *9 Grade 5 - Burton area to Connell.

Lettler *10 Grade 5 Burns area to Irving.

Let er_*11 Kindergarten pupils.
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DIRECTORS PHONE 131445.3.3661
ONALD A. LUNDEEN

PRESIDENT
AMES D. MITCHELL

VICE PRESIDENT
DMOND T. GIOVANNELLI
OHN C. HARKINS
OHN D. HOLTER
ARY M. LAMARY
OHN N. PETRUS, G.P.M.
OHN A. REKERS, D.P.M.
ERALDI.NE ZURN

Dear Parents:

THE SCHOOL DISiRICT. OF THE CITY OF ERIE PA.
1511 PEACH, STREET

IE.5131

RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER
SUPERINTENDENT CI F SCHOOLS SECRETARY

-

April 28, . 1975

The Model Middle School, located at the St. Joseph Orphanc.ge
site, ims rserved.well its purpose aira demonstration.model for redesigning
the District's JuniOr High Schools. Since its inception four years ago, the
Model Middle School hai3 provit!ed the inspiration for developing hew learning
proL;rams and; initiating Innovative te.-.::ing strategies. Not .only have an of
our junior Iligh School Staffs learned from the wol:thy efforts of the Model,
hut your children too ha,Ve derived many educational benefits from its dedicated
staff,:

Novi its role is completed. Consistent with the Erie School.
District's Long Range Plzin, the Modiil Middle School be Plansed out at
tbc end of tins .school year. Programs begun and refined at the Model are
in-place and hy this September will be opera-tional in all of our. Junior High
Schools which henceforth will be known as Mkidle Schools..

., With the closing of the. Model Middle School, however, comes the
need to' reassign those students presently in grades five, six, and seven. This
will be aCcoMplished with .the least educational disniption and slightest' inconvenience
by returning all studtrits to their regular neighborhood attendance areas. 1,:ir

example, if you reskle in the Memorial Junior High School attendance area,
your child will attend Memorial Middle School this September.

.

.

This District is, nevertheless, mindful that some parents might
prefer to have their children completc.their Middle School gr'ades'' at. ar-/site

.

geographically nearer to the MOdel Middle-School. FOr that reason, parent's.
play choose to have their children. attend Gridley Middle SchoOl located at
West Sixth and Liberty Streets. ThiS...option will reniain in effect 'min

..

. May 5, 1975 and shoUld be exercised by returnbig the accompanying enrollment
.card.' - .

I must caution parents so inclined, howevex, That Gridley'
Middle. School will he undergoing exumsive renoiations throughout the ).

1975-76 school year,' and enrollment must be restricted to facilitate
construction. turthermOre, parents should recopize that ,there are
hound to he some ufiavoidable distractions resulting from on-site building
activities. Regardless, the choice is yours to inz.qn. .

, .

In closing, I extend my thanks to you for your past cooperation.
,,Wjthout your willingnes's,to share in eflortsof the Model Middle School, our

schools today would be less able -to accept the challenges of tomorrow:

R1111/vg,

Sincerely yours

Richard R. Hilinski
Superintendent Of Schools
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DIRECTORS
DONALD A. LUNDEEN,

PRES,IDENT

JAMES D. MITCHELL
VICE PRESIDENT

EDMOND`t. GIOVANNELLI
JOHN C. HARKINS
Jow.L.a. HOLTER
MARY..M. LAMARY
JOHN N. PETRUS, D.P.M.
JOHN A. REWERS, D.P.M.
GERALDINE ZURN

July 10, 1975

104
PHONE 814-453-36e1

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT,OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.
1511 PEACH STREET

16501

TO THE PARENT ,OF:

RIC1-4, ;0 R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS SECRETARY

DEAR PARENT OR GUARDIAN:

CONSISTENT WITH TKE ERIE SCHOOL DISTRICT'S LONG RANGE PLAN,
THE SIXTH .GRADE IS BEING MOVED FROM THE ELEMENTARY
BUILDINGS INTO OUR EXISTING MIDDLE SCHOOLS.- -YOUR CHILD,

, HAS RECENTLY COMPL ETED
FIFTH GRADE AT SCHOOL AND IS
REASSIGNED 'IO SCHOOL FOR
SIXTH GRADE.

THE MIDDL E SCHOOLS WILL HOUSE dRADES:6-7-8 FOR SEPTEMBER,
1975 AND SHOULD PROVIDE NEW LEARNING;PROGRAMS AND
INNOVATIVE TEACHING STRATEGIES FOR ALL THE MIDDLE SCHOOL
dHILDREN. THIS MOVE WILL RESULT IN A SOUND EDUCATIONAL
OPPORTUNITY FOR YOUR CHILD AND SHOULD PROMOTE CONTINUED
ACADEMIC tROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT.

SHOULD YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THIS .MATTER PLEASE
FEEL FREE TO CALL THE PRINCIPAL OF THE NEW SCHOOL ASSIGN-
MENT ANYTIME AFTER AUGUST 18, 1975, TELEPHONE 453-3661.

SINCE'RELY,..

SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.
1511 .PEACH STREET

16501

RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE E. LLFAIVER
SUPL1-1M.TEE'.T or 5CHOILS r

July 10, 1975

To the Parent of:

Dear Parent of Guardian:

Please be informed that your child
who has been attending School, will be reas:.;iped to

School, effective September 1975.

The transfer of your child has been necessitated by a recent
Commonwealth Court Decision requiring that all Eric Publi.: ScPools be racially
integrated by this Scp!:_mhur.

As you are doubtlessly aware, die ,Seliciol District of the City of
Erie has been involved in leng-thy litigation with the Penn,.lvania Human
(-'oninlission and the ConImonwealth Court over charges of racial
the Erie Schools.

As long ago as 1969, the District was cited by the PHRC for raci.1
imbalances ,in our schools. In May 1972, the District entercd into Consc:u
Ducre.e which in effect stated that all Erie Public Schools .,vould !e racian
balanced by Sep:eniler 1974.

The District responded to the concerns and to the Ceurt
Order .by submitting MO separate plans for remedying ibe situation. In February
.l974,. the District submitted the 4-4-4 Plan which was rejected. for its faih:re
balance all schools. In May 1974, die Distrkt submitted tlic Parental Fre.'dcif,
of Choicu, Plan- which, likewise, was rejected since it too tailed to establis.
racially balanced schools.

Filially, in March of this year, havin...; e:.:hausted all legal remedie,,
the tr.ct :;t1linlitted a new plan which %vas amended by the Court and order,a1
LI) l implemented for Septeinher 1973. It must be undersknal that the 1.21ie
School District had no choice but to comply with the (:ourt Order or be held in
contempt and suffer the penalties for :-,uch noncompliance. lInderstandahly, the
District was umiwihlhmic to violate ti.e
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The District begs your indulgence for whatever inconvenience or
disTuption the reassip.nment of your child may cause you. Vie carnesib enlist
your cooperation für an effective. transition this September. Please he assured
that we will make every effort possible for rhainta in ing die. qua l it y and C0l:i111:tZV
of your child's education.

This reassigiunent of your child will reqffire t ia H ion which
will be provided by tke School District at no cost to you. Detalb, concernift,.
trdnsportation will be communicatc.'d to you at a later datc.

Should you have' anv question relative to this matter, please call
the Principal of schoul. assignment anytime after Au.,..;ust 1, lc)75,
Thlephone 53-3661.

RRI-1/vg

Sincerely yours

Richard R. 1-1ilinski
Superintendent 'of Schools
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I.0 H AR D R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LLFAIVER
SUPERINTEN=E.T Cr SCHOOLS E

'hit% lit, 1975

'Fo the Parent of:

Dear Parent or Guardian:

Please he informed that your child
ylm has been attending School, will he reassighLd

School, effectiv-e September .1LJ.7:',,

The tn.-insfer of your child bL2Cli lIcC(:::i1;!1L:LI 1)%

Commonwealth Court Decisiou requiring that all Lilo- PuHic
integrated by thi-; September.

As you are doubtlessly aware, the School Di st-ii Cl of the Ch t

Erie lias been involved in lengthy litigation with the Pc..nnylvania ReLtion,
Commission and the 1th COM oVer :.;..reg:nit.:..
the Erie Schools.

As lom2. api ,the District citc,/
irnbalanc(s.s in our :-chools. ln :\tay 1972, tl cm:red into a
Decree which in effect stated that all Erie Public Schools would he
Irilanced by Sente-.her

'The District responded to the }-1 IRC:; concerns and to the court
Order lw sulanittiarc.: tv.'o separ::te pl;iti:-; for reinedvin,.., tht.. situation. In reiTuar\
1974, the District. submitted the -;-.1-1 Phan which r,tected for its failure lo
balance all schools. la i\iay the District suhInit!(-1 the Parental 1:-..eed ni
of Choice Plan which, lil:ewise, v.as rejected salcc h too
racially balanced schotis.

FinalL, in Nlarch of (hit, vuar, e:.!riu:-.ted all reincdies.,

the District new pl.::: aint_nded H the Court t

to he implemented for Seplcinhcr Ic75. 11 mi1:1 he understood th.it
School District IILRI no choice kit to comply with the t.ourt Ortlt_nr or he heti h.
Gontempt: and sufferAhe'penaltie:- for such linderst,Indabh. the,

District was unwillim; to violate the law.
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To the Parents/Guardian of

7

1511 PEACH 11ET
1 f_", .0 1

.LU /

RICHARD R. FICLINSKI CATHERINE S. LE.FAIVER
SUPERINTENDENT Or SCHOOLS EiECRETARY

P:inust 22, 1975

Dear Parent or Guardian:

Please be informed that your child

assigned to attend School, effectiv(: Sc:pte:-.1bcr- 2, 1975.

The district will continue to provide transportation according to tiie schL:duk

below;

GRADE 6 BURTON & DIEHL AREA TO WA'YN1.-7.

Students living in Burton Area (West of McCain Avenue and South of Buffalo

Road) will be picl:ed up at Burton SChool at 8:10 A.M. (ParLing 1.ot on Sont:: idi

of School)

Students living in Diehl Area (East of McCain Avenue ano Souft, ci Pufialu

will he picked up at Diehl School (North Side) at 8:10 A.

Students arrive at Wayne between 8:20-8:25 A.M.

Students will he returned at the same stops between 2:45 ;ind 2:50 P.M.

Please he assured that we will make every effort.po:-.sibi,! fnr maintai

quality and contInuity of ::;.r Child's education as well as all pi- c.wtioflS for his

safety.

Should you havt.: any qucstions please cull the Principal of your scHir. I.

SincerAv,

Richard R. llihnski
cl,,,,THitoncirnt St11/1(0,.:
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August 22, 1975

108
PHONE 814.453.3661

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.

1511 PEACH STREET
16501

RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER
SECRETARYSUPERIN1ENOENT OF S,CHOOLS

Dear Parent or Guardian:

Please be informed that your child

assigned to attend

1975,

ha s been

Schoo , effective September 2,

The School District will continue to provide transportation to the

Marshall Area according to the schedule below:

MARSHALL AREA TO CLEVELAND, HAMILTON, PERRY AND JONES
(KINDERGARTEN)

Students will be picked up at Marshall School (234 East 12) at 8:00 A.M.

Students will arrive at their assigned school between 8:20 and 8:30 A. M.
Kindergarten students will be returned to Marshall at approximately 11:40 A.M
Students will be returned to Marshall school at approximately 2:50 P.M.

Bus aides will be on duty to assist children in boarding the bus.

Please be assured that we will make every effort possilbe to maintain

the quality and continuity of your child's education as well as all precautions

for his safety.

Should you haye any questions please call the Principal of your child's

school.

Sincerely,

Richard R. Hilinski
Superintendent of Schools
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DIRECTORS PHONE (314.453.3661
)0NALD LtimeLEN
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IAMEE. D. MIICHELL
vicE PttIDEN T

:DIMOND T. GIOVANNELLI
IOHN C. HARKINS
;0I-IN 0. HOLTER
1ARY M. LAMA.RY
1OHN N. OETRUS. D.P.M.
131.i4 A. M.:W.:RS, D.P.M.
;ERALDINE ZURN

August 22, 1975

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.

Dear Parent or Guardian:

1511 PEACH STREET
16501

RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LCFAIVER
SUPERINTENDENT ut- !.CHOCILS SECI4L1 ARY

Please be informed that "your child has boon

assigned to attend School, effective September 2, 1975.

This assignment of your child will require transportation which will be pro-
;

vided by the district according to the schedule below.

WAYNE AREA GRADE 1 AND 2 TO BURTON

Students living north of East Lake Road will be picked up t ;ird and

Pennsylvania Avenue at 8:05 A.M. on the South East Corner an,-7, at 3rd- and Hess

Aveme at 8:08-.A. M. on the Southwest Corner.

Students liVing South of East Lake Road will be piclsed up : 8th and floss

Avenue at 8:05 A. M. on the Northwest Corner and at 10th and Per gsylvania Avenue

at 8:08 A. M. on the Northeast Corner.

Students will arrive at 8:20-8:25 at Burton School.

Students will he returned at the same stops between 2:45 P. Nl. and ,2:50 P. M.

Please be assured that we will make every effort possible for npuintaining the

quality and continuity of your child's education as well as all precautions for his

safen.r.

Should you have any questions please call the Principal of your child's school.

Sincerely,.
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umk.c-rtm5 PHONE [1114S3 3C.C.1
ONALD A. LUNDEEN

PNCt;IDENT

kNif.S D. MITCHELL
vu:L PFICSIIANT

DMIAal) 1. C.iIDVANNELLI
.111N C. HARKINS
11.4N O. HLLTER
ARY M. LAMAR?'
:3HN N. PETRLIS,
DkIN A. REvrik.S,
ERALDINE ZUNI)

August 21, 1975

THE SCHOOL- DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.
1511 PEACH STREET

115,501

RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LLFAIVER
5UPENINTLNDENT Llt LilICNE1ANY

Dear Parent or Guardian:

Please-be informed that your child

ass igned to attend

has been

School, effective September 2, 1975.

The district will continue to provide transportation according to the schedule

below.

GRADF 5 - BURTON AREA TO WAYNE_

Students living North of Buffalo Road will be picked up at 19th- and Whitley

at 8:05 A. M.

Students living South of Buffalo Road -will be picked up at Fairmont and Pear

Streets Northwest Corner at 8:08 A. M.

Students will arrive at 8:20-8:25 A. M. at Wayne School.
Student:: will he im rued at the same stops between and 2:50-P. M.

as:laired make every effort possible for maintaining the

quality and continuity of your child's ,.,:ducation as well as all precautions for his

safety.

Should y;:a have any please call the Principal of your child's school.

S ince rely,

7/7
Richard R. Hilinski

Superintendent of Schools
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August 22, 1975

111
PHONE 014 45Zi 3[361

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.
1511 PEACH STREET

16501

RICHARD R. HILINSKI -CATHERINE 9, LCFAIVER
4-,UPERINTENUENT OF !AC:NO[3LS

Dear Parent or Guardian:

Please be Mformed that your child

assigned to attend

SCCRErARY

has been

School, effective September 2, 1975.

This assignment of your child will require transPortation Nmhtch will be pro-

vided hy the.district according to the schedule below.

GRADE 5 BURTON AREA TO CONNELL

Students living North of Buffalo Road will be picked up at the SouthweSt corner

of 18th and Thompsbn at 8:05 A. M.

Studen?s living South of Buffalo Road will be pie!: up at the Southeast Corner

of Glendale and Cameron at 8:10 A. M.

Students will arrive at 8:20-8:25 at Connell School

Students will be returned at the same stops between. 2:45 and 2:50 P. M.

Please be assured that we will make -every effort possible for maintaining the

quality and continuity of your child's .edUcation as well as all prebautions for his

s a fety .

Should you have any questions please call the Principal of your child's school.

Sincerely,

.1

tUehard R. Hilinski
Superintendent of Schools
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112
PHONE 814453.3661

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.
1511 PEACH STREET

16501

RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER
SUPLInNTENDLN1 Ur riCr.IDOLS . SECRETARY

To the Parents/Guardian of

August 22, 1975

Dear Parent of Guardian:

Please be informed that your child has been

assigned to attend School, effective September 2, 1975.

This assignment of your child will require transportation which wiil be pro-

.Vided by the district according to the schedUle below. /

GRADE 5 BURNS AREA TO IRVING

Students living in Burns School area will be picked up at Burns School (Front of

Building) at 8:08 A. M.

Students will arrive at Irving at 8:20-8:25 A.M.

Students will be returned between 2:45. and 2:50 P.M. at Burns School.

-.Please be aS'sured that we will make every effort possible for maintaining the

quality and continuit'y of your child's education as well as all pricautions for his

safety.

Should you have any questions please call the Principal of your child's school.

Richard R. Hilinski
Superintendent of Schools
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA;
1511 PEACH STREET

LL,u,

FRICHARD'R. HILINSKI CATFALPINE S. LLFAIVER
r.41 tlf

Dear Parent or (;uardian:.

-Please he informed that your child
who has enrolled for Kinder,zarten fur the coining school v,-,Ar, iS

tiss'Igned to School, effect ive LImIJ 1077).

The as -ignment of your child meets the requirements of the re..-ent
Commonealth CoUrt Decision affecting the F.rie School 1)ktrict und
will not rt.Aniire tr:tnsportation as this school is within walliu st:ince
Of your home.

Should you have anv question relative to thil-; matter, ple:tse cull the
Prihcipzil of the assigned school anytime after August IS, 1075,

Telephone -153-3onl.

Sincerely yours,

kichurd
Superintendent of Schools
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4. Transportation

The plan approved by the Court while involving the trans-

portation of Audents did not exceed.the practical limits for

students travel time or-the economically reasonalbe limits

on the number of students requiring transportation. The

plan produced a substantial decrease in the districtls

elementary racial irribalance without massive busing.

The assignment-assumptions10were conceptionalized so that

the pupils would be assigned to school so as to maximize

walking and to minimize the transportation required, but

with the objective of contributing to school desegregation.

Data Collection.

The collecting and processing of data required by the

transportation was a major effort. This writer and the data

services staff prepared the following data

Scattergram:

Scattergram locator, maps of all pupils to be trans-

ported-in .each area.

... Pupil Transportation lists

Identificatton lists of all pupils to be transported with

previous school and the new school assignment.

10
Sala, on. cit., Maxi I, Vol. IV. p 27.
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0 Notification Letters

Preparation nd mailing of notification letters to

parents whos children reqUire transportation.

.. Iransmtalr2rta Maps

Tract and blOck maps for all elementary schools coded

to show contiguous walking distance to each schobl.
1

These maps delineate boundaries (blocks one and one

half miles) wh1 ich require transportation.

. Transpor4.rtiorl pupil reports

Report containing the name and address of each pupil

to be picked up at each stop.

The plan to be implemented proposed transportation for
(

345 pupils, 14 majority (white) and 204 minority (bleck)\ however,

the Courts decision to aseign 75 Wayne grade 1 and 2 pupils from

Edison to Burton required additional transportation.

The actual pupils transported were vary close to the number

prbposed by the plan. Initial survey estimates, population mobility,

and new pupils to the district- will introduce errors in any trans

portation proposal. The resulth may be interesting as an indication.

of the value and reltabilit of the data base structure'and, the file

maintenance procedures which daily Monitor and effectuate pupil

membership changes.
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TABLE

PUPILS TRANSPORTED/IMPLEMENTED PLAN

PRESENTLY TRANSPORTED
TO/FROM

Re - Assignment W
PROPOSED

B/O Total W
, ACTUAL

B/0 Total

leveland from
-rshall Gr. 5 3 16 ' 19 2 17 19

leveland from
ayne (Bi-Lingual) 0 12 12 0 14

..

14

"erry from Marshall
r. 3-4

amilton from

24 39

-

63 .& 22 38

arshall Gr. (1-2) 17 40 - 57 14 36 50

ones from Marshall g 24 33 7 25 32
,

onnell from Burton
1/2 Gr. 5)

iayne from Burton

32 40 72 27 31 58

1/2 Gr. 5) 32 17 49 30 15 45

OTAL PRESENTLY
RANSPORTED 117 188 305 102 176 278

DD1TIONAL
RANSPORTATION

Irving from Burns
r. 5 24 16 40 22 15 37

Burton from Wayne
Gr. 1-2 73 2 75 52 7 59

OTAL
.

RANSPORTED . 214 2e. 420 7. 198 374

UNDER PLAN 214 206 420 176 198 374

5 0 ;



117

The reader should know that the additional transportation

which was required to the plan was only 96 pupils, these are:

Irving to Burns -- 37 pupilF:

Burton to Wayne --- F.'

Although the plan actua, isported 374 students (iable 1)_

278 pupils would have required transportation under the prev3ous

school year plan. Thus the desegregation plan was effectuated

with only an increase of 06 pupils transportA.d.

The results may be interesting as an indication of the

desegregation alternatives using a walktng limit.of one and one-half

miles. The slight discrepancies displayed by Table 15 between the

actual and proposed transportation statistics were not significant to

the effectiveness of the plan.
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Evaluation of pupil achievement and attitudes.

Purpose, of the evaluation:

The purpose of this evaluation is to determine the affects,'

if any, of the integration plan on the:

Academic achievement of ele.,,entary students.

Attituues of 5th grade students in interest in school

and 'earning.

... Growth in self-esteem of 5th grade students.

The importance of this component of the ithplementation

activities lies in its two fold possibility for utilization:

as an aid to future planning.

as an evaluation for the ESAA program. The data

conclusions can provide a basis for the evaluation of

the current plan which may guide decisions con-

cerning the development, continuation, and/or revision

of the Current program .

This writer, at the request of the Coordinator, of the

district's ESAA program, undertook the responsibility a coordin-

atina the conceptionalization, design, and implementation of'this

important evaluation.
\

Perhaps the most encompassing and controversial issues

involving widespread feelings .and divergent attitudes and opinions

which test our democratic ideals, understanding, and attitudes,
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have grown from efforts to desegregate public schools. Coleman

expresses this concern, stating:

An education in an integrated school can be expected to
have major effects on-attitudes toward members of other
racial groups. At its best, it can develop attitudes
appropriate to the integrated society 'these students will
live in; at-its-worst, itcan create hostile camps of
1/agroes and whites in the same school. Thus there is
more to "school integration" than merely, putting Negroes

, and whites in the same building, and there may be more
important consequences of integration than its effect on
achievement.11

. ,

Crow and Crow state that during the elementary grades,
the child becomes more independent and establishes-
definite/ attitudes toward himself and others as well as
toward situations and conditions. By the time of
adolescence, the child has develoPed both desirable and
undesirable attitudes. Usually Without realizing it the
child will assimilate and reflect the likes and dislikes
as well as the views and beliefs of those with whom
he most closely associates.12

In considering the academic achievement of Negro pupils,

Rose reported:

Whatever the causes may be, we face a situation
in which the average Negro pupil is soon far behind
the average white pupil in the ability to handle
academic work . Ho may be- at much the same
level at the age of three; by twelve he is likely
to be two or more years behind in reading and
in arithmetic. The gap grows wider with each

11
James S. Coleman, Equality of Educational Opportunity

(Washington: U.S. Goverment Printing Office, 1966), p, 28.

12
Lester D. Crow and Alice Crow, Child Development and Adjust

ment (New York: The MacMillian Co., 1962), pp 340-43.
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successful school year. By the time the Negro pupil-
enters high school, if not long before he is often
incapable of dealing with academic subjects and the
cry goes up that he is being given a "watered-down"
curriculum or is being shunted off to a Vocational
School. With poor school accomplishment and an
often unstable home situation, problems of discipline
arise, dropouts become a normal pattern's and the
familiar cycle of lack of education, unemployment
and disadvantage begins .13

A study designed to deterrnine the effects of
integration upon the academics of both Negro and
white children in Washington, D.C. was conducted by
Hansen. There was some difficulty in gathering pre-
integration data because prior to integnation each of
the two school divisions, Negro and white, had its
own department of research. The divisions used
different tests administered at different times and
they were not always administered at the same grade
levels. Hansen, in attempting to make some
comparisons showed that before integration the
academic achievement for Negro students was inferior
to that of the white children. After integration Hansen
found that the total group incluc.ng both. Negro and

14white students improved in academic achievement.

Stallings, in a study to determine the effects of
integration on academic achievement in the Louisville,
Kentucky schools, made a series of comparisons between
achievement scores of pupils prior to integration at
grades two, six, and eight with the scores of pupils
similarly enrolled after integration. The number of

13

Arnold Rose, De Facto School Segregation (New Ydrk: The
National Conference of Chri E ans and Jews, 1964), pp. 7-8.

14___
Carl F. Hansen, "The Scholastic Performance of Negro and

White-.R../pRec-in thei Integrsted ,Publi c SchOols the.gAstriet qf
Coturnbta;.. ,Harvard_Educational Review, (-Surnmer,z ;1960) ,

216-230.
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pupils in this study was large with/ some 16,000 white
at various grade levels and 5,000 Negroes enrolled in
grades two, six, and eight. Achievement scores were
obtained from the California Reading Test, at the second
grade leVel; the Stanford Achievement Tests and
Intermediate Partial Battery at the sixth grade level; and
the coordinated scales of attainment at the eighth grade
level.

The findings were that white students gained sibnif-
icantly whether they were in schools with a high
percentage of Negroes or only a few Negro pupils and
that the gains made by Negro pupils wert even greater
than those made by whites at all levels.

,

Conceptualizing the Design

This practicurn writer, Dr. M. E. Carney, Director -

Learner Services, and consultants Dr. Peggy Stank and Mr. Frank

Reardon, Pennsylvania' Department of Education, Division of Research,

developed the design of the study of student growth.

Since th6 district currently administers achievement tests

to elementary students grades (2-5) and since the district parttct-

pated in the statewide Educational Quality Assessment administered

to all grade 5 pupils in March 1974, the evaluation of growth

would focus on:

1. Achievement growth

The base line data for measuring and comparing

15
Frank H. Stallings, " A Study of the Immediate Effects of

Integration on Scholastic Achievement in the Louisville Public
Schools," The Journal of Negro Education, >OM (Fall, 1959)
pp, 439-442.
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achievement growth will be provided by the January

1975 elementary standardized test program. The

Stanford Achievement Test series will be the basis

for both the pre-test (January 1975) and the post-test

(May 1976). Pupil grOwth will be assessed over a 14

month period using population commonalities and

similar tests.

2. Attitudinal growth

The base line data for these studies in this study will

be provided by the Educational Quality Assessment

(EQA) results. The Educational Quality Assessment

procedure is used by the Department of Education to

Goal I.

Goal H.

evaluate the effectiveness of the educational programs

for an cornmonwealth school distriCts based uopn the

TE' r.--oals of Quality Education adopted by the State

Board of Education.

The Pennsylvania Goals of Quality Education are:

Quality Education Should:

Help every child acouire the greatest possible under-

standing of himself or herself and appreciation of his

or her worthiness as a member of society.

Help every child acquire understanding and appreciation,

of persons belonging to other social, cultural and

ethnic groups.
157°



Goak III. Help every child acquire, to the fullest possible

xtent, mastery of the basic skills in the use of

words and numbers.

G6a11 IV. Help every child acquire a positive attitude toward the

learning process.

Goal V. Help.every child acquire the habits and attitudes

associated with responsible citenship.

Goal VI. Help every child acquire good health habits and an

understanding of the condition's necessary for main-

taining of physical and emotional well-being.

Goal VII. Give every child opportunity and encouragement to be

cre iNe in one or-more fields of endeavor.
""

iGoal V tri 1. Help every child understand the opportunities open to

him or her to prepare for productive life and help

each child to take full advantage of these opportunities4
,.

K.

Goal 1X. Help every child to understand and appreciate as much

Goal X.

as possible of human achievement in the natural

sciences, the social sciences, and the humanities

and the arts.

Help every child to prepare for a world of rapid change

and unforseeable demands in which continuing education

through adult life should be normal expectation.
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The ten goals are listed in order to provide the reader

some insight as to the -:.,:tlection of Goal I, II, and IV for the

measure of student growth. The reader should also be aware of

local aitizenry, both individually and as groups, who oppose the

Educational Quality Assessment procedures. Locally the EQA

rebellion has some substance. However in designing this growth

study the group concurred with the selection .of Goal I, II, and IV.

The findings could be significant at the local level, and equally

important to Educational Quality Assessment Division. At the

planning conference helq in Harrisburg, both Ms:..Jean Brooker,

PIDE Education Specialist, Office of Civil Rights, and Mr. Richard

Minyard, PHRC Education Specialist, were optimistically exhuberant

with the proposed plan. The administration in granting tentative

agreenient to the propc?sal specified that:

1. All parents whose children would be the target

population of the study would be appraised of the

study and further the parent (s) could request his/her

child be excused from the ,tpst:

2. Meetings would be scheduled with the PTA presidents

of each school, NAACP representatives and the

ESAA bi-racial committee to discuss all phases of

the evafuation and circulate for inspection the EQA

scales to be administered.'
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Oblectives of the evalutItion:

The specific obje. ti%es of the evaluation are:

1. To orripare the achievement of pupils who formerly

attended Lo:torellow and Garfield in the new school

setting.

2. To compare the achievern,kt of all grade (2-5)

elenenKary pupils for- the two test periods January,

1975 and May, 1976.

3. To ..7.ompare the growth of-grade 5 students in Self-

esteem as measured by the Educational Quality

Assessment, Goal I, Self Esteem.

4. To compare the growth of grade 5 students in interest

in school and learning as measured by the Educational

Quality Assessment, Goal IV, Interest in School and

Learning.

Instrumentation:

Achievement:

The Stanford Achievement test battery was administered

as a pre-test in January, 1975. The post-test May,

1975, will be the Stanford Achievement test battery

Appropriate' 'tor, -each g i^adeilevel.

2. Self Esteem:

The Educational Qual4 j Assessment Scale, Goal I,
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Self Esteem.

Number of items: 48

2.1 Sub-scales - 5

. 1 general self confidence

.2 control of environment

.3 relationship with others

. 4 self-image in school

.5 embedded home climate

2.2 Goal I Self-Esteem

Quality education should help every child

acquire the greatest possible understanding

of himself or herself and appreciation of

his or her worthiness as a member of

society..

.1 It is widely held that self-understandinp

is significantly associated with personal

satisfaction and effective functioning.'

How.-students view(their adequacies

and inadequacies, their values and

desires, can strongly influence their

performance in school. No matter

what the level and pattern of students'

talents, the school experience should
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strengthen, not damage, their self-

esteem. School should operate so that

children of all talent levels can appreciate

their worth as persons in a society that

claims to be equally concerned for all

its members.

Measurement Rationale _

Self-esteem is a personal judgment of

worthiness. It is a subjective experience

whichi the individual conveys to others

verbally or by other behavior. Most

theories acknowledge that our self- .

image and feelings' of worthiness are

determined largely by how well we can

live up to our own aspirations and meet

expe.ctations of others.

Aspirations become closely associated

with personal-goal-setting behavior

originating in our internalized system

of values.

Expectations are external in nature

and are related if goals set collectively.

by society or by significant individuals
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in our, lives. Assessment in this area

is based on four components believed

to be related to the development of

positive self-esteem. The first has to

do with locus of control-whether .one

views personal success as dependent

upon ,one's .own efforts or external

influences.

Externally cokrolled individuals will
'?

tend to be more 'dependent on others

and more willing to ride with the ti.de,

accepting docilely things Which hatmen

to them. Internal individuals will more

actively attempt to control self-destiny:

The second related concept is self-

confidence-the feeling of self-worth and

the belief that one iscapable of handling

things successfully. Those who lack

self-confidence are often characterized

as being timid, .cautious, submissive

individuals who feel inadequate, fearful, .

inferiur and expect to'be unsuccessful

in dealing with new situations.
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The third component is image in

"School. settings. . Those, having favor-

able, self-images are likely to exPerience

subjective success with schoolwork,

feel thSt they are faVorably viewed and

understobd by teachers and enjoy class

, participation. The final dimension

\ considers how students feel, about the

quality of their relationships with dthers.

Individuals who have difficulty in inter-

personal relations will tend to believe

that others have little confidence in or

low regard for them.

.3 General Scale Description

The self-resteem scale is comprised of

40 short, self-description statements.

Sixteen are positively worded-

describing the students in a favorable

light and 24 are negatively worded-

characterizing the student in a

negative vein.

Sample positively worded item:

Pm easy to get along with.
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Sample negatively worded item:

Things are all mixed up in my life.

Response options available to the students

are 1) very true of me, 2) mostly true

of me, 3) mostly untrue of me and 4)

very untrue of me. The items within

the scale arl grouped to yield four sub-

scale scores in addition to the .total

scale. score.

Subscale 1: Self-confidence contains 10

items measuring feelings rt. success, self-

determination, attractiveness and self--1

worth. Sample item: I'm pretty sure

of myself.

Subscale 2: Feelings of control over

environment contains 10 items tapping

belief that syccess in school and work

depend on effort, not luck.

Sample Item: My getting good grades

in school depends rrr)re on how the

teacher feels about me than on how well

I can do my work.

Subscale 3: Relationships with others
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st_Jdent's perceived ease in making and,

keepi..g friends and the student's feelings /

of acceptance by others.

Sample item: I often feel picked on by /

other I:ids.

Subscale 4: elf-image in school .cdm-

prises 10 iters designed to measure

feelings of success in school work class

recitation and teacher relationships.

Sample iteM: In class, I often feel 'put

down' by teachers.

3. Interest in School and Learning:

The Educational Quality Assessment Scale, Goal IV, Interet

in School and Learning.

3.1 Sub-scales - 2

.1 attitude toward school \

.2 school climate

\-3..2 Goal IV Interest in School and , earning

\Quality education should help every child acquire a

positive attitude toward the learni g process.

.1 Goal Rationale

The school represents pe rhaps\ the 11151.6itt powerful single
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\larning. The climate and learning atmosphere

in the school, the educational experiences the

school provides and the quality of the personal

interactions it fosters between student and

educator all shape the students' life-long attitudes

toward learning.

The school experience should be such that students

find the learning activities associated with it

enjoyable and rewarding to the point that they are

motivated to do well and to continue learning on

their own initiative beyond the requirements of

formal education. Everything possible should be

done to ensure that the attitude of the teacher.,

the atmosphere of the school, and the school's

physical condition contribute toward this end so

that the individualboth as a child ant' later as

adult-will hold education high among his or her

values.

.2 Measurement Rationale

The schools that pupils attend influence both

their present attitudes toward learning and their

attitudes tco 9.rd learning throughout their lives.
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The instrument used to measure this goal includes

not only items concerned with present school

attitudes but also items concerned with learning in

general. Since pupils' attitudes toward school are

a function of both their attitudes toward learning

and their attitudes toward the school environment,

both these areas are measured.

.3 General Scale Description

The interest in schoql and learning scale includes

28 items, all of which are stated as questions.

Pupils are asked how they feel about their school-

work, about their school and their teachers and

about learning in general. The response options

/available to the pupil are: 1) very happy, 2) a

little happy, 3) a little unhappy, 4) very unhappy.

The items within the scale are grouped into

three subscales.

Subscale 1: Attitude toward learning con-

tains 18 items measuring pupil attitudes

toward learning in school and toward school

subjects. Sample item: How do you fee

when you learn new things in school?

Subscale 2: School climate contains 10
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items measuring pupil attitudes toward th

schools environment and toward their teachers

and principals. Sample item: How do you

feel on days when you are' in school?

Design:

The evaluation design was a cooperative effort of the School

District's Learner Service's Department, and the Pennsylvania

Department of Education, Division of Research. This practicum

writer; Dr. M. E. Carney, Director, Department of Learner

Services, Erie School District; Dr. Peggy Stank, and Mr. Frank

Reardon, Research Associates, Pennsylvania Department of

Education, Division of Research prepared the evaluation design.

A simple pre-test/post-test technique will be used to

evaluate achievement growth. Students were originally tested in

January, 1975. The achievement post-test will be administered

in May, 1976. The January, 1975 testing was done as part of

the school district's normal testing program. The goal Educa-

tional Quality Assessment Battery was administered to all of the

district's grade 5 students in Macch, 1975. The Educational

Quality assessment post-tests will measure attitudinal changes,

if any, among the current grade 5 pupils-as.:rveasurett.:bytthem-'

Goal I arid Goal IV tests. Post-testing for the E.Q.A. goals is

scheduled for March, 1976. Administering both the pre-test and
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post-test at the same time of the year would avoid confounding by

the fluctuation of student attitudes during a school year.

Since there would be no way of judging or comparing the

-stUdent's attitudiral measures the data collected for the March, 1976

grade 5 population sample will be compared with the district's

March, 1975, E. Q.A. state study. The 1975 district sample would t

become, in effect, a norm group, to which the 1976 results will

be compared.

This practicum writer obtained permission from the

Pennsylvania Department of Education, Division of Educational

Quality Assessment, to reproduce, administer, score, and process

the Goal I and Goal IV tests. Initially, plans included Goal II,

Understanding Others for the evaluation. However, since there

was local opposition by some parent groups this test was eliminated

from the study.

Scoring:

1. The items on each scale will be scored using a

weighted scale. Scaling of the test items

according to the scale provided by, E.Q.A.

2. Test response

A test is eliminatild V' a student rails to answer 60%

of the items on a test.
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Missing test responses for a test:

Missing test items for a particular test are to be

completed by the method of averaging. The average

test score is calculated, this score becomes the

score for the missing item (s). Accordingly:

3.1 calculation of missing score for a test item.

.1 average score = Sum ..,of scares for .items pcnaer
number of items responded

4. Total test and sub-test scoring:

The items are scored using a weighted scale. "-Since

for- pc.ssing purposes a scale of 4-3-2-1 is used,

while the actual weighted response scale is 3-2-1-0,

each test item is adjOsted according to the "formula.

Total ..-

.Score
Sum of Reponses x Total Test Items 1

Items RespOnded

= L.Z.22) x .N -1
IR

Data br.s vn requirements:

1. Total school scc)re using 197;,-76 population scores:

1.1 white students only

1.2 black/others only

1.3 all ourrt pupils

2. Total school score using *fr74-75 school population
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ttedresa.T.,

2.1. The school score for the (74-75) populatton

that,remained to become part of the ,715-76)

population.

2.2 The school score for (74-75) school population

that was moved to become part of the (75-76)

school population.

3. Hypothetical schools:

Since the implementation of the desegregation plan

called for the closure of two schools, Garfield and

Longfellow, and re-assignment of other grade 5

students from their (74--75) schools to different

(75-76) schools; then the comparison may show a

change in attitudes of students who were,at segregated

or sep-A, ate schools in 1975 and now are at integrated

schools. To investigate these possible attitudinal

changes students who live in these attendance areas

and attend different schools will be assigned to the

hypothetical schools i.e. Garfield and Longfellow.

311 Hypothetical Garfield:

Garfield area grade 5 students who were

reassigned to Glenwood, Lincoln, Jefferson;

McKinley, alid Penn will form the population
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sample for hypothetical Garfield. Garfield area

student responses, at their new schools, will be

score&to provide a hypothetical school score

for the old Garfield attendance area: This score

on the E.Q.A. Goals ! and IV will be compared

with the March, 1974 Garfield, grade 5, E.Q.A.

scores.

3.2 Hypothetical Longfellow:

Longfellow area grade 5 pupils who were assigned

to Irving and Emerson will form the population

sample for Hypothetical Longfellow. Longfellow

area student responses at their new schools will

be scored to provide a hypotietical school score

for the old LongfelloW attendance area. The

scores. on E.Q.A. Goals I and IV will be com-

pared with the March, 1974 Longfellow, grade 5

E.Q.A. scores.

3.3 Hypothetical Burns:

Burna-schpol formerly a (K-6) school becomes

a (K-4) school under the plan, thus grade 5

pupils in the Burns area were reassigned to

Irving and Emerson. The Burns area grade 5

pupils who were reassigned to Irving and
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Emerson will form the population sample for this

study. Burns area grade 5 student responses at

their new schools will be scored to provide a

hypothetical school score for the Burns area

grade 5. This score on E.Q.A. Goals I and IV

will be comprared with the March, 1974 Burns

grade 5, E.Q.A. scores.

3.4 Hypothetical Burton:

Under the plan Burton are-a grade 5 students were

assigned to Connell and Wayne Schools. Formerly

all of these students were assigned to Wayne. The

Burton area grade 5 students who were reassged '

to COnnell and Wayne will form the population

sample for this study. Burton area grade 5

student responses at their new schools will be

scored to provide a hypothetical school score for

the Burton area grade 5.' The hypothetical school

scores for Goals I and IV will, be compared with

the March, 1974 Wayne and Connell school scores.

Evaluation .of Achievement

The achievement evaluation will use the base line data

obtained from the Stanford Achievement Tests which were admints-

tered to all grade (2-5) pupils in January 1975. A simple pre-test/
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post-test technique will be used. The achievement tests were

administered as part of the s-:.hool districVs normal testing program.

The post-achievement tests will be administered to all grade; (2-5)

pupils in May 1976. The achievement levels of the inner city

schools have always been a concern. ,A significant aim of the

re-organization is to improve:student performance on basic skills.

Remediation in the basic skill areas are provided students

by schools participating in the Emergenny School Aid Act (IES,44)

and the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) Schools.

Participating in these special projects may demonstrate

higher individual student and/or school gains as Measured on the

post-achievement tests.

Dr; Peggy Stank and Mr. Frank Reardon probosed that a

comparison of a pupil's performance be used for the study. A

procedure for making these comparisons has been developed by
16

Rapp and Hagart. In comparing a student's performance with

himself the slope of the learning curve is calculated. The technique

ised will be to determine the _slope by dividing *a student's attained .

grade equivalent on a test by th'e actual grade National Norm at the'

time of the test.

16
Rapp, M.L. and Haggart, S.A. "Idiograpl.ic Analysts of

Achievement Measures" Educational Technologyl 1173, 13 (5)
pp 23-26.
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Participating Schools for the Study:

Burrs Emerson
Burton Hamilton
Cleveland Harding
Colurnbus Irving
Connll Jones
Diehl Jefferson
Edison Lincoln

Data a sis rocedures:

or*

142

McKinley
Penn
Perry
Washington
Wayne

Pre-test January 1975 Scores.

\ For each school and grade the mean score, variance,

\standard deviation, and median score.

These scores are available and will be processed at

\the district's computer center.

2. ::'redicted Score

The expected score for each pupil will be calculated

using procedures previbusly cited. The expected score

for each pupil will be calculated and from these

predicted scores will be calculated for each school's

gra, and district grade: the mean score, variance,

stand.F.rd deviation, and median score Will be extracted.

CompUter processing for the predicted gain and pre-

dicted growth will be- under the supervision of this

writer and the district's manager of data processing.

Computer programs as required* will be prepared by

the district's computer staff.
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3. Actual- Scores

The post tests will provide the actual scores. Pro-
,

cedures for administering and sóoring of the tests will

be through the district's Learner Services Department.

This writer will coordinate all activities related to the

processing of the test scores, distribution of reports to

district personnel, and coordinate the preparation of

reports for consultants who will prepare the final

reports. -

Hypothetical schools

The court approved desegregation plan called for the closing

of two schools: Garfield (a predominantly black school, 68% black)

and Longfellow (a racially balanced school, 26% black). The pupil

population of these schools was reasSigned.

Glenwood Burns
Garfield - Lincoln Longfellow-Emerson

Jefferson Irving
McKinley

1. How well has this student population achieved at their

new school settings?

2. Is any resulting change in achievement significant?

3. Additional patterns noticed.

Popular:ion for study

The population for the hypothetical schools are:
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Hypothetical Garfield

1. ' Glenwood
2. Lincoln.

Jefferson
'4. McKinley

Procedure:

1. Extract from the 5776 Garfield population at,Glenwood,

Lincoln jefferson, McKinley, pup.il's who attended

Garfield for 1974-75 chool year. \
2. Calculate eXpected grade equivalent score for this

group by grade.

3. Calculate:

3.1 Pre-test summaries 1/75

3.2 Expected score Summaries.

3.3 Actual summaries 5/76.

4 .- Population studies

4.1 students at hypothetical schools.-

4.2 '81ack students at hypothetical schools.
4

4.3 White Students at hypothetical schools.

Hypothetical Longfellow

1.. Extract the Longfellow 19721-75 populati.ln from Burns,.

Emerson, Irving, Hamilton.

2. Calculate the expected grad* equivalent score for these

groups by grade.
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3. Calculate:

3.1 Pre-test summarieS .

3.2 Expected score summaries

3.3 Actual score summaries.

4. Population studies:

4,1 All students at hypothetical schools.

4 ?. Black students at hypothetical schools.

4.3 White students at hypothetical schools.

Valid Comparisons for the study:

1. The district's computer will be used to build a pre-

dicted growth expectancy table. Each May 1976

student having a matching January 1976 test score

will be part of the expectancy table.

5/76
Extract

School
Population Test

Scores

1/75

Test
Scores

2. Criteria for invalid stuoent records will be accordingly:

2.1 a student at a 5/76 school with no Matching 1/75-score.

2.2 a student has a 1/75 score but does not have a

matching 5/76 score.

2.3 a student does not have either a 5/76 or a 1/75 score.
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Scope of Services:

The evaluation will be divided into five identifiable areas:

1. Developing the plan

2. Implementing the plan

3. Conducting the evaluation

\4. Analyzing and presenting the findings ,

\
\
\

5. Provide recommendations for achieving or modifying

goals and objectives for ESAA project.

The Erie School District's Role:

Practicum writer:

1. Determine and prepare procedures for data collection

for the project.

2. P.repare and distri ute E.Q.A. Goal I and IV tests.

a Monitor data collection process

4. Coordinate data services required FIT. data entry and

data retriVal at the district's coMputer.

5. Plan and schedule evaluation activities with the district's

computer personnel..

6. Compile and edit evaluation data.

7. Notification letters to parents.,

8. Prepare an reports for distribution, submit required

reports to cOnsultants.

9. Disseminate final report.
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10. Schedule all conferences, planning sessions, discussions

with appropriate staff and consultants.

11. Provide necessary computer services programming.

Consultants:

1. Modify the evaluation plar if necessary.

2. Compile, analyze, and interpret data on achievement,

and Goal I and Goal II.

3. Submit final report to the Erie School Distr"ict.
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TESTS FOR STUDENT GROWTH

GOAL I SELF ESTEEM

GOAL IV INTEREST IN SCHOOL AND LEARNING
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SELF ESTEEM

GOAL I

THIS IS NOT A TEST

DO NOIII WRITE. YOUR NAME ON THIS PAPER.

COMPLETE THE INFORMATION BELOW.

1. NAME OF YOUR PRESENT SCHOOL

2. NAME OF THE SCHOOL YOU ATTENDED LAST YEAR

CHECK THE TERM THAT BEST DESCRIBES YOU.

148

3. Black - include persons of.Afridan desdent as well

as those identified as Jamaican, Trinidadian or West

Indian.

White - inclUde persons of Indo-European desent

including Pakistanian and East Indian.

American Indian - include persons who identify

themselves or are,known as such by virtue of

association.

Oriental (Asian American) - include persws of

Japanese, Chinese, Korean or Filipino descent.

Puerto Rican (should include Spanish Surnamed) -
,

include all persons of Me)dcan, Puerto Rican, Cuban,

Latin AmRrican or Spanish descent.
,\
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DIRECTIONS:

BELOW ARE 48 THINGS THAT YOU MIGHT DO IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL.
CHOOSE THE ANSWER WHICH BEST DESCRIBES HOW YOU FEEL WHEN YOU ARE
DOING THE ACTIVITY. CIRCLE YOUR ANSWER. CIRCLE ONLY ONE ANSWER.

HOW DO YOU FEEL:

CIRCLE VT = VERY TRUE OF ME
CIRCLE MT = MOSTLY TRUE OF ME
CIRCLE MU ----MOSTLY UNTRUE OF. ME
CIRCLE VU .= VERY UNTRUE OF ME

"r MT MU VU 1. I'm PRETTY SURE DI_EyaELF.

MU VU 2. I'M EASY TO GET ALONG WITH.

VP MT MU VU 3., I AM OFTEN CALLED UPON BY THE TEACHER TO HELP
OUT IN THE CLASSROOM.

C.

VT MT MU VU 4. EVEY TIME I MAKE A PLAN TO DO SOMETHING, SOME-
'THING GOES WRONG.

VT MT MU VU 5. I'M PROUD OF MY SCHOOLWORK.

VT MT Mb VU 6. I FEEL THAT KIDS MY OWN AGE LIKE ME.

VT MT MU VU /. J'M MADE TO FEEL 'NOT GOOD ENOUGH" BY MY TEACHER.

VT MT MU VU 8. HAVE LOTS OF FUN WITH MY PARENTS.

VT MT MU VJ 9. MY TEAChER DOESN'T LET ME TRY-OUT MY IDEAS.

VT MT MU VL 10. °I OFTEN WISH I WERE SOMEONE ELSE.

VT NT MU VU IL. 'I CAN'T SEEM TO DO ANYTHING RIGHT BY MYSELF.

VT MT MU VU 12. SOMEONE OFTEN RAS' TO TELL ME WHAT TO DO.

VT .r MU VU 13. I FIND IT HARD TO GET ALONG WITH OTHERS.

VT MT MU VU 14. WHEN THINGS CO WRONG FOR ME, IT IS USUALLY
SOMEONE ELSE'S FAULT.

V7 YT MU VU 15- I OFTEN f,EEL "PIgKED ON" BY OTHER KIDS.

VT MT MU VU UPSET EASILY AT HOME.
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VT MT MU VU 17. I DO NOT MAKE FP.IENDS, AS' EASILY AS MOST OTHER
PEOPLE.

VT MT MU VU 18. LUCK DECIDES MOST THINGS THAT HAPPEN TO ME.

VT MT MU VU 19. I FEEL THAT YY PARENTS LIKE TO KNOW HOW I
THINK ABOUT FHINGS.

VT MT MU VU 20. FOR ME TO.PLAY A GOOD GAME, LUCK IS MORE'IM-
PORTANT THAN TRYING TO DO MY BEST.

VX MT MI VU 21. IT'S FREM TOUGH TO BE ME.

VT M: MU VU 22. I LIKE TO BE CALLED ON IN CLASS.

VT MT MU VU 23. IF I 140'1K HARD, I CAN GET A GOOD JOB.

VT MT MU VU 24. Ir CLA 3 I OFTEN FEEL "PUT DOWN" BY MY TEACHERS,

VT MT MU VU 25. I FIND IT HARD TO KEEP FRIENDS FOR VERY LONG.

VT MT MU VU- 26. I iEEL THAT MY PARENTS tNDERSTAND ME.

VT MT" MU VU 27. ThINGS ARE ALL MIXED UP IN MY LIFE.

VT MT MU VU 28. I AM A LOT OF FUN TO BE NITH.

VT MT M.Lf VU 29. I'D° NOT LIKE MYSELF VERY MUCH.

VT MT MU VU 30. 1 FEEL THAT I DON'T HAVE MUCH CHANCE TO SUCCEED
IN LIFE.

VT MT MU VU 31. I,AM MADE TO FEEL VERY IMPORTANT BY THE--K/5S IN

MY CL:

VI MT MU VU 32.

.

I OFTEN FEEL SAD IN SCHOOL.

VT MT MU VU 33. I OFTEN FEEL ASHAMED OF MYSELF.

VT M. MU VU 34. I OFTEN FEEL AS THOUGH MY PARENTS ARE PUSHING
ME.

VT MT MU VU 35. I FEEL I'M NOT AS NICE LOOKING AS MOST PEOPLE.

VT MT MU VU 36. IF I WORK AT SOMETHING LONG ENOUGH, I WILL
SUCCEED.
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VT MT MU VU 37. MY TEACHERS MAkE ME FEEL THAT MY IDEAS ARE GOOD.

-
VT MT MU VU 38. THERE ARE MANY TIMES WHEN I'D LIKE TO LEAVE

HOME.

VT MT MU VU 39. I AM ABLE TO DO MANY THINGS WELL.

VT MT MU VU 40. IF I WORK HARD, I WILL BE ABLE TO GO TO COLLEGE.

VT MT MU VU 41. MOST PEOPLE ARE BETTER LIKED THAN I AM.

VT MT MU VU 42. NO MATTER HOW HARD I WORK, IT IS ONLY LUCK WHEN
I GET SOMETHING RIGHT.

VT MT MU VU 43. I DON'T GET MUCH ATTENTION AT HOME.

VT MT MU VU 44. I FEEL UNDERSTOOD BY MY TEACHERS.

VT MT MU VU 45. I SPEND A LOT OF TIME DAYDREAMING.

VT MT MU VU 46. I FEEL THAT MY PARENTS EXPECT TOO MUCH OF ME.

VT MT MU VU 47. THE KIDS IN MY CLASS MAKE ME FEEL THAT I AM GOOD
AT DOING THINGS.

VT 141. MU VU 48. I AM GOOD AT PICKING OUT THE RIGHT THINGS TO
STUDY,'

co
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INTEREST IN SCHOOL AND LEARNING

GOAL IV

THIS IS NOT A TEST

DO NOT WRITE YOUR NAME ON THIS PAPER

COMPLETE THE INFORMATiON BELCW.

1. NAME OF vOUR PRESENT SCHOO,J

149

2. NAME OF THE SCHOOL YOU ATTENDED LAST YEAR

CHECK THE TERM THAT BEST DESCRIBES YOU.

3. Black - include persons of African descent as well

as those identified as Jamaican, Trinidadian or West

Indian.

White - include persons of Indo-Ev,:opean descent

including Pakistanian and East Indian.
,

American Indian - include persons who identify

themselves or are known as such by virtue of tribal

association.

Oriental (Asian American) - include persons of

Japanese, Chinese, Korean or Filipino descent..

Puerto Ri,can (should include Spanish,Surnamed)

include all persons of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban,

Latin American or Spanish descent.
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149.1

DIRECTIONS:

BEL,JW ARE 28 THINGS THAT YOU MIGHT DO IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL.
CHOOSE THE ANSWER WHICH BEST DESCRIBES HOW YOU FEEL WHEN YOU ARE
DOING THE ACTIVITY. CIRCLE YOUR ANSWER. CIRCLE ONLY ONE ANSWER.

HOW DO YOU FEEL:

CIRCLE A = VERY HAPPY
CIRCLE
CIRCLE
CIRCLE

B

C

D

= A LITTLE HAPPY
= A LITTLE UNHAPPY
= VERY UNHAPPY

A

A

B

B C

D

D

1. , WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT YOUR SCHOOLWORK?

2. ABOUT LEARNING SOMETHING BY READING A 'BOOK?

A B C D 3. WHEN YOU LEARN ARITHMETIC IN SCHOOL?

A B C D 4. ON DAYS VEEN YOU CAN'T GO TO SCHOOL?

A B C D 5. ABOUT HAVING TO REMEMBER SO MANY THINGS AT SCHOOL?

A B C D 6. WHEN YOU PLAY GAMES THAT MAKE YOU THINK?

A B C D 7. WHEN YOU LEARN ABOUT SCIENCE IN SCHOOL?

A B C D 8. WHEN YOU TALK TO YOUR PRINCIPAL?

A B C. 9. ABOUT TALKING WITH 4 FRIEND ABOUT THE THINGS YOU
HAVE LEARNED IN SC:')OL?

A B C D 10. WHEN YOU WRITE STORIES IN SCHOOL?

A B C D 11. WHEN YOU LEARN TO READ IN SCHOOL?

A B C D 12. WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT HOW MUCH YOUR TEACHER CARES
ABOUT YOUR CLASS?

A B C D 13. WHEN YOU HAVE HOMEWORK TO DO?

A B C D 14. ABOUT LEARNING NEW THINGS-AT HOME ABOUT SCIENCE?

A B C D 15. WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT HOW FAIRLY THE CHILDREN ARE
TREATED IN YOUR SCHOOL?

A B C D 16. WHEN YOU LEARN NEW THINGS IN SCHOOL?
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A B C D 17. WHEN YOU TALK TO YOUR TEACHER?

A B C D. 18. WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT HOW MUCH THE PRINCIPAL CARES
ABOUT THE CHILDREN?

A B C D' 19. ABOUT STUDYING SOMETHING WITH A FRIEND?

A B C D 20. WHEN YOU COME BACK TO SCHOOL AFTER A VACATION?'

A B C D 21. WIEN YOU ARE GIVEN A BOOK FOR A BIRTHDAY PRE.SENT?

A B C D 22. ABOUT ASKING YOUR TEACHER FOR HELP?

A B C D 23. WHEN YOU LEARN SOCIAL STUDIES IN SCHOOL?

A B ç. 'D 24. WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT YOUR CLASSROOM IN SCHOOL'i

A B C D 25. WHEN YOU PRACTICE YOUR WRITING IN SCHOOL?

A B C D 26. WHEN YOU STUDY FOR A TEST?

A B C D 27.
%JR,

ABOUT READING A BOOK BY YOURSELF?

A B D 28. ON DAYS WHEN YOU ARE IN SCHOOL?
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QUESTIONNAIRE

FOR

FIFTH GRADE TEACHERS

The information received from this questionnaire
will be aggregated and reported as relationships to
other componants of the district's desegregation sLudy.-

.No :iiidividuals are to be identified and no.in-
dividual information will be repofted.
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(.uestion 1

Where have you spent most of your life? (Circle the
correct response.)

-
In.or 'within 30 miles of the boundarie'3 of this

school district

More 30 miles iput less. than 100 Miles from
the present 1)oundaries.of this school district

More thau 100 miles from the boundaries .of this
schobl district-

Questions 2-4

In your teaching situation how satisfied arc'you
with your relationship wilth:

Circle the response!which best describes your
relationship.
A = Very dissatisfied C = Somewhat satisfied
B. = Somewhat dissatisfied D = Very satisfied

2 Parents and parent groups
3 Felloi4 staff members ! `

4 Students

ABCD"
A B .0 D

A B C D.

Questions 5-14 ,

Circle the,answers whichl best describe ybur feelin,gs about
rthe comments below: .

i

./

Circle the responselwhich best describes your feelings.
i

A = Almost-never rue D = Usually true
B = Seldom trUe
C = Sometimes tru

-. E = Alidost always
true

5 I enjoy classroom tea hing
- ABCDE

6 The administration inj this school acts decisive-
ly on suggestions from the faculty A'B C D E

7 The ajministration in this school encourages
classroom innovation:,th real, practical suppOrt ABCDE
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The administration in this school supports the
disciplinary measures of the teachers A B C.D E

9 The administration in this sChool i$ concerned
with real student progress as opposed to token
programs which only appear to be progressdve A B C D.E

10 The administration in this school is more Con-
cerned with real,sLudent progress than with
quiet, orderly classrooms'. A B C D E

11 /The administration in this.school encourages
teacher initiative in regird to new provrams,
as opposed to handing down decisions which the
teachers then must carry out ,

, ABCDE-
.

The central adminiStration of this district
treats teachers as professional, cotributing
'members of the staff A B C D'E

13 Teachers can, expect support for their class- .

room policies ft-0M the central administration
of this astrict ABCDE

,

14 The ctntral adm.n&stratio: rthis district is
effective in devgloping realisti program goals ABCDE

A

li.lestions 15-25

Here,is a list of some classbom practices. For each
practice circle the response which best indicates your

,-use -Of the pracEice,

A = I do not use it C = I use it weekly
B = I use it mOnthly D = I use it daily

15 Pupil participation in lesson planning ABCD
16 Pupil participation in_classroom teaching' A B C D,
17 Having pupilS work i'i sthalllearning teams, A B C D
18 Role playing (actin ,out situations)..- A 3 C D

---1-9- Use-of games ..to aid. learning D
20 Pupil evaluatioa of/classroom climate

. ABCD
21 Pupilparticipation- in developing classroom rules ABCD
.22 Involving pupils-1n community proj.edts

. A B'CD
23- Utilizing local citizens aS resource personnel , A B

.24 Pupils as helpers!ortutOrs- of other pupils A B C.D.
25 Joint lesson planning with oneor more teachers ABCD
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Questions 26-43

Surveys of school problems show a number of things reported
by teachers as reducing the effectiveness of the school. Below

is a partial list of these problems. Circle (Yes) for those
situations that constitute a problem in your school. Circle

(No) for those that do not constitute a problem in your school.

26 There is too much teacher turnover
27 The classes are too large for effective teaching
28 There'are too many absences among sLudents
29 Pupils are not well fed and/or well clothed
30 The different races or ethnic groups don't get

along together
31 There are too many interruptions during class

periods
Teachers have too little freedom in such matters
as textbook selection and curriculum
Parents attempt to interfere with the school

is Loo much competition for grades
is too much emphasis on athletics
should be a better mixture; the students

all too much of one type
much time has to be spent on Oiscipline

much pressure on the students

32

33

34

35
36

37
38

39

40

41

42

43

There
There
There
are
Too
The
for
The
There is a
school/administration
The parents don't Lake
children's schoolwork
The teachers don t seem to be able to work well
together
We have poor instructional equipment; Supplies,
books, labbratory equipment, etc.

parents put too
good grades
students aren't really interested in learning

leadership from thelack of effective

enough interest in their .

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y- N

Y N

y N

Y N

Y N

Questions 44-51

Please circle the response which best describes how you-
usually feel.

A = Almost.never true of me
B = Seldom true of me
C = Sometimes true of me
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D = Often true of me
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44 I [eel that my ideas are considered worthwhile by
my supervisors ABCDE

45 I have a lot of influence with my colleagues on
educational matters ABCDE

46 I have confidence in myself even when people dis-
agree with me ABCDE

47 Ifind it diUicult to interact with others ABCDE
48 Iseem to be the kind of person who has more bad

luck than good luck ABCDE
49 I have trouble making up my mind about important

decisions ABCDE
50 In my Activities at school I am assertive and self-

reliant ABCDE
51 I don t take a position on something until I find

out what my colleagues think ABCDE

Questions 52-53

Please circle the appropriate response:

52 I am a A = Male B = Female A B

53 Which best describes your level of formal education.
A = no degree D = Master's degree
B = Bachelors degree plus one year
C = Master's degree/equivalent E = Doctor's degree

ABCDE

Questions 54-56

Supply the indicated.information

What is your class size (average)

How many hours are.-yoU assigned to classroor .

instruction r,r week?

Including this yJar, how many years of teacIling
experience do you have?
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)IIRECTflitS
JWIN r.. HARKINS

VIJISPnrNT

JOHN N PETRUfl.vr PqES.,,ENT

1:,0MONi.) SIOVANNELLI
MAR,' M LAMARY
LioNn.r4D L. Le CASTRO. JR.
DONALD A. LUNDEEN
JAMES D. MITCHELL
ANTHONY E. NARDUCCI.
GERALDINE ZURN

March 11, 1976

Dear Parent:'

151

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.

1511 PEACH STREET
1£501

PIC)1APU P. HILINE,Kr CATHEPINE S LI.FAIvER
3tiLEF-21:4,TuNorNr OF SCHOOLS !;1;CPLIARY

The purpose of this letter is both to inform you,and

request your.permission to have your child participate

in a special testirig project. All 5th grade students

in your child's school will be asked to participate.

The tests were developed by the Pennsylvania Department

of Education, and are unique in that their major emphasis

is on attitudes possesSed by children

WHY

\

The Erie School Distric..; s condUcting the special

testing projec't in orde.c ascertain the effect, if

any, of closing GarfieL± cIld Longfellow schools. The

resulting impact on the children of closing these

schools along the re-assignment of children could pro-

vide valuable information needed to improve the educa-

tional setting. Threetest which will be administered are:

1. Interest in schocl and lee,rning.

2. Understanding others
3. Self-esteem

Brief Test Descriptions

'TEST 1. Interest in school and learning

This test will measure both.the Clild's attitude toward

learning and the.school.envirce t. The schools that

pupils attend affect their .1.--sent and future lives.
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Page 2 of-3

'Sample Item

(a) How do you feel when you think how fairly
children are treated in your, school.

TEST 2. Understanding. Others

This test assesses the degree of understanding and
appreciation of persons belonging to other social,
cultural, and ethical groups.

Sample Test Item

(a) Someone smarter than you asks to play a game
with you.

TEST 3. Sclf-esteem

This test will measure the level of understanding and
personal satisfaction of children related to their
aspirations ,and expectations.

,Samplc Item

(a) I like to be cliled on'in class.

These tests will be administered to all the 5th grade
children in your child's school Starting Monday, March 29.
If you do not Wish to have your child participate in this
special project please complete the attached note and .

return it to thc school. No'names or personal identifi-
cation of the children will,be required.

,Copies of the above tests are available for your inspect-
_ ion and'perusal at the school office.

Sincerely,

Richard R. Hilinski

md/

Superintendent of Schools
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HARKINS

Jr-PIN rr R t1;,
Virr rrT

EDI.11)1,11') T. DIOVANNELLI
MARY M. LAMARY
LIICINAND I.. .n CAI;TPL-J,
rnr,I.n A. LUNDEEN
,'ArIIi P. MITCHELL
ANTIITIN'r E. r...,POUCC1. M.D
GERALDINE ZURN

I.
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF 'ERIE, PA.

1511 PEACH STREET

Dear Parent(s):

16501

PIrli4P0 P. HILINSKI CATHE.PINL . LEFAIVEP,IrIi:I4TF.ruINT nr SCHOOLf, ni:u:NL Au..

March 31, 1976

The purpose of this letter is to inform g.bu that the
fifth grade children who attend Hamilton and Perry school
will not be part of the School District's Special Testiny
Project.

As you may recall on March 16, the School District
notified hy mail the parents of all fifth grade children
that their child would be part of this Special Testing
Project. You. may bave received a letter telling yGu that
your child would be.tested as part of this project. How-
ever, the above two schools.are excluded from this testiri
project.

On behalf of the School District, I would like to ex-
press appreciation for your cooperation and apologies for
any inconvenience the notification may have caused you.

bmh

Sincerely yours,

Dr. Melvin E. Carney,
Director of Learner Services
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DIRECTORS
CDAt (/

.4l SitleNT
m iT CHE LL

vier Plar:IDeNT
EDMOND T. GIUvANNELLI 1511 PEACH STREET
JOHN C.,MARKINS
JOHN D.HoLTER 16501

MARY M. LAMARY
JOHN eq. PETRUS. D.P.M.. RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER
JOHN A. REWERS, G.P.M. SU,PERINIENGENT Or 5CHOOL5 SECRETARY

GERALDINE ZORN

PkICINL 266:

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.

July 16, 1975

Dr. M. Stank
Bureau of Information Services
Pennsylvania Department of Education
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania

Dear Dr. Stank:

We appreciate very much your and Frank Reardon's interest
and assistance in planning the evaluation design for the Erie city

public schools.

Enclosed is the material you requested:

1. District 74-75 standardized test results.

2. E.E.S.A. desegregation proposal.

3. Pupil Historical Master File'Data.

.Should you need additional information or clarification,
please call me or Dr. M. E. Carney at (814) 453-3661 Ext. 264.

FS:sr

Encl.

Sincerely, /'

I( s,
-

Frank Sala, Coordinator
Data Services
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DIRECTORS
JOHN C. HARKINS

PRESIDENT
JOHN N. PETRus,

VICE PRESIDENT
EDMOND T. GIOVANNELLI
MARY M. LAMARY
LEONARD L. Lo CASTRO, JR.
DONALD A. LUNDEEN
ANTHONY E. NAROUCCI, M.O.
EDWARD J. SPARAGA
GERALDINE ZuRN
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PHONLB14.453-3661

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA.

1511 PEACH STREET
16501

RICHARD R. HILINSKI CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS

Dr. M. Stank
Bureau of Information Services
Pennsylvania Department of Education
Harrisburg, PA

Dear D . Stank:

SECRETARY

Enclosed are the sample Profile sheets that will be used
in reporting the test scores for our desegregation evaluation project.

Achievement Test Scores

The achievement test scores will be reported according to
the format presented on the sample form marked "A". School scores

will be reported accordingly:

Column Description

Pre: January 1976 achievement
score.

The calculated expected
score from January 1975 to
May, 1976.

Post: The May, 1976 achievement
test scores.

Variana: The difference between the
expected and the post test
scores.

Test scores will be reported on this form for your analysis

of the population sample.

FS/ab

Endlosure

Sincerely,

Frank Sala
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ACHIEVEMENT TEST EVALUATIONJORM
PRE VS POST TEST

Grade Comparison Population Group

CQVC,1J4.1

SCHOOL

TOTAL READING TOTAL

Stu. PRE MEP POSI'VA P E EXP VAR

V

PRE VAR

C

l
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1.

EXCUSAL FORM

If you do not want your child tested please complete

the bottom portion and return it to your school principal

before March 29, 1976.

TO THE PRINCIPAL:
SCHOOL

,
I do not wish to.have my child

tests..

take the special project ,.

Signature of Parent

201
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The final report for this.study will be prepared by the

Pennsylvania Department of Education aides, Dr. Peggy Stank and

klr. Frank Reardon._ Test score data is scheduled for their analysis

on or about 'August 15, 1976.

202
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The systems flow for the evaluaion project is intended to

present to the reader a .program network description of the project,
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74.

PROGRAM NE1WOR K DESCRIPTION

'1581

1 START EVALUATION NEEDS
2 . CONFER WITH P . D . E . CONSULTANTS
3 .. CONFER WITH-- LOCAL ESSA DIRECTOR
4. COMPLETE PRELIMINARY DESIGN OF EVA L UATION

INSTRUMENT - ..

5 . ADMINISTRATION REVIEW OF PROPOSAL
6 . ESTABLISH GR . (2-5) TEST DATE
7. SCHEDULE PTA , NAACP , PARENT MEETINGS
8 . IN-SERVICE REVIEW AL L PRINCIPALS
9 . EXAMINE COMPUTER REQUIREMENTS

10 . PREPARE TEACHER EVA LUATION INSTRUMENT
11. . PREPARE COMPUTER RESOURCES
12 . 'MODIFY EVAL UATION DESIGN
13 . ADMINISTER L.Q.A. GOAL I & II TESTS
14 . ADMINISTER REVIEW
15 . PREPARE/DISTRIBUTE GR . 2-5) 'TESTS TO AL L SCHOOLS
16 . MA IL LETTERS/PEkMISS ION FORMS TO AL L GR . 5 PARENTS
17. DISTRIBUTE TEACHER EVALUATIONS
18 . KP/KV . E.Q .A . TEST SCORES '
19 . COL LECT COMPLETED TESTS
20 . COLLECT TEACHER INSTRUMENT r

21 . COMPUTER PROCESS SCORES
22 . KP/KV GR . (2-5) SCORES
23 . EVALUATE TEACHER INSTRUMENT
24 . REVIEW GR . (2-5) COMPUTER REPORTS .

25 . COMPLETE PROCESSING
26 . Eo rr REVIEW GR . (2-5)
27 . PR1:- PARE TEACHER INSTRUMENT REPORT
28.. REN'IEW -E . Q .A . COMPUTER. REPORTS ,
29 . SUBMIT REPORTS TO P.D. E.
30 . EDIT REVIEW E. Q. A .-
31 . FINAL REPORT GIONFERENCE /
32 . LOCAL INTER PERTATION & DISSEMINATION

.
4
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drawn by torn ore

7-76 8-76

9-76 10-76

EVALUATION PROJECT

PROGRAM. NETWORK

SCHOOL. DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, FA.

START:5-1-75 FIKISH%10-1-;6 206



SECTION III

-r)s YEAR II PLAN
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Desegregation Planning for the 1976-77 school year, was in

actuality, a part of the preparation of the Final Plan. The

administration and the Board expressed concern that additional

school closures could have a serious affect on the smooth tran-

sition of the Year I plan. The administration therefore would

explore the feasibility of additional school closures ,for Year II.

These additional school closures would be consistent with the

district's long range educational plan. Additional consideration for

school closures are cited:

1. Declining pupil enrollment at Jones and Washington

schools placed each school at 69% and 54% pupil

capacity while operational costs increased 83% over

the 1970 costs.

2. A general decline in child birth in the c tY

3. An accentuation of uneven distributtbri of population

through outer city and inter city migration. This

is especially true for the Jones and Washington

attendance areas.

4. The district's commib-nent to its Long Range

Educational Plan.

Recommendations for Year II Plan:

The Year II desegregation Plan would be generally the

same as the Year I Plan with the following exceptionsi
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161.1

1. Additional SchOol Closures

-1.1 Junes elementary school

1.2 Washington elementary school

The above two schools would be closed permanently and

their corresponding attendance areas reassigned to the nearest

elementary schools.

2. Vacating Wayne School

For the Year I Plan Wayne was organized to house

grz,des 3-6. However, consistent with the Board's

Long ;Zange Plan and the District's .(4-4-4) organizational

plan Wayne is scheduled during the 76-77 school year

to undergo a 2.2 million dollar renovation program.

The City of Erie, Bureau of Health and Safety has

ordered that during the period of renovations Wayne

school be vacated.

ConceptLonalizing the Plan

1. Closure of Jones School

1.1 The closure of Jones school is consistent with the

distrist's Long Range Plan.

1.2 The present Jones attendance area will be divided

between Burns school and Irving school. The Burns

school attendance area will be expanded to include

all of the Jones attendance area, while all Jones

209
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grade 5 to-Irving school.

1.3 Since the .reassigned students are within 1.5 miles of

Burns, the students will walk to school.

1.4 Exceptions:

.1 The Jones area grade 5 students reassigned to

the new. Burns attendance area. These students

will be transported to Irving school since Burns

will house only (K-4) students.

.2 Marshall Area Kindergarten-

The Marshail area SepLernber 1976 Kindergarten

pupils are assigned tc, School. This is

consistent with the methodology of assigning

Marshall area children for subsequent years.

This assignment is discussed in Volume IV,

page 40, (Maxi I). They will be assigned

cyclically accordingly:

!MARSHALL ARESSIGNMENT

Grade Assignment
SCHOOL
TO 'ATTEND 1975-76 1976-77 1977-78

JONES K Closed Closed
HAMILTON (1-2) (2-3) (3-4)
PERRY (374) (K-4-5) (K-1-5)
CLEVELAND 5 1 2

FIGURE 2

210



This assignment would not increase the district's trans-

portation above the current 1975-76 levels since all Marshall area

pupils were transported. Mustering grade levels as indicated by --

Figure 2 Will a.e-ure racial balance in the receiving schools for-
e

the next three years.

1.5 Jones area grade 5

Starting in September 1975 the Jones area grade 5

will become part of the Irving School expanded

attendance area. This boundary change will involve

the reassignment of 37 Jones area `.rifth grade pupils to

Irving school. The racial composition of this group

is as follows, 33 white and 4 black. Since all these

pupils live beyond 1.5 miles from Irving 3chool tf,vf

will be transported at public expense.

2. Closure of Washington School

201 Consistent with the School District's Long Range Plan

Washington school will be closed.

2.2 The present Washington attendance area will be

divided between Qolumbus school and Washington

school.

2.3 Since the reassigned students are within 1.5 miles of

both Washington and Columbus the students will walk

to school.
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2.4 Exceptions

.1 The Garfield area Kindergarten Children will be

assigned according to the elementary school,for

that particular tract and block.

WASHINGTON ATTENDANCE AREA RE DISTRICTING

To Columbus

West 21 Street
West 21 Street

To Glenwood

WaShington School
Attendance Area

West 26th Street

FIGURE 3

3. Vacating Wayne School

The Year I Plan included Wayne school as a transition

Middle School'grades (5-8) from an elementary school housing grades

(3-6). This transition called for an extensive renovation and con-

struction of the physical plant and facilities of Wayne. School. The

City of Erie, Department of Public Health and Safety in Issuing
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the building permit ordered the building vacated of all

students and other personnel durino the period of renovations

which is estimated to be from July 1, 1976 to AugUst 1, 1977.

Housing of the Wayne area 1976-77 pupil population will be

effectuated, and these pupil reassignments will continue to

maintain the proper racial band for the schools involved. The

reassignment schedule is accordingly:

TABLE_16-

PUPIL DISTRIBUTION
smayNE ATTENDANCE AREA

FROM ------TO
1975-76 1976-77

. grade 3 Wayne grade 4 Edtson
2. grade 4 Wayne grade 5 Edtson
a. grade 5 Wayne grade 6 Gridley

5 Penn grade 6 Gridley
5 Edison grede 6 Gridley
5 Jones grade 6 Gridley
5 Burton area grade 6 Roosevelt/Wilson
5 D' hl area grade 6 Roosevelt/Wilson

4. grade 6 sale area grade 7 East
.

Discussion of Pupil Distribution:

1. Wayne area (1975-76) grade 3 and 4

1.1 This group is assigned to Edtson school. Stnce

,/ all blocks, contiguous to the Wayne attendance

area, are less than one and one half miles _from

Edison these pupils will walk to school.
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1.2 _Pupils reassigned tO Edison

Grade (1975-76) W E3/0 T
3 40 8 48
4 .40 10 50
Total 80 18 98

1.3 Edison School profectIons and racial balance for
September 1976.

Grade vv- B/0 T '36r3

K
1

2
3
4
5
Spec. Ed.

85
59
32
20
70
70
58

37
33
22
17
23
24
17

122
92
54
37
93
94
75

32.2Total (1-5)

Total All

251

394

19

173

370

567

2, Assignment of (75-76) grade 5

2.1 This group is reassigned to a Middle School with the

following considerations:

.1 Middle School pupil capacity-.

.2 Availability of transportation and travel time.

.3 Racial balance.

Since Gridley and Wilson Middle Schools both had

ample pupil space and also required the least travel

time from the Wayne area, these schools were

selected to house these students. The additional pupils

assigned to each school, Gridley and Wilson, would not

c te a segregated school situation.r
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2.2 Assigment/Wayre Area (1975-76) grade 5 to September 1976,

LEGEND

EZZ

/grade 6.

BAYFRONT

- TO GRIDLEY

- TO ROOSEVELT

- TO WILSON

Figure 4
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,2.3 Pupils reassigned:

School

.1 Gridley

FROM Penn 35 5 40
FROM Wayne (0i.iltse) 44 15 59
FROM Edison 29 7 36

Total 108 27

.2 Roosevelt W B/O

.3 Wilson

Total

W B/O T

FROM Burton/
Diehl 25 60 85

Tothl 25 60 85

W B/0 T

FROM Burton 15 10 25
FROM Diehl 20 15 35

35 25 60

2.4 School totals:

.1 Gridley C3-

GRADE , B/0 T % B/0
6 252 74 . 326 22.7
7 128 50' 180 28.9 '

8 . 137 26. 173 20.8
Total (6-8) 517 162 679 .23.8'

Sp. Ed. o o o
TOTAL ALL 517 162 679 23.8

,.
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, .2 Roosevelt

GRADE W EVO T % IVO
6 205 72 277 25.6
7 185 71 256 27.7
8 150 64 214 29(.9

Total (6-8) 540 207 747 27.7
Spec. Ed. 15 10 25

TOTAL ALL 555 217 772 28.1

.3 Wilson

GRADE , W B/0 T %B/0
6 207 33 290 28.6
7 178 46 224 20.5
8 226 71, 297 . 23.9

Total (6-8) 611 200 811 24,6
Spec. Ed. 26 13 38

TOTAL ALL 636 213 849 25.1 .



School prAections Year II

The project-tons for Year II planning were prepared using

the attendance areas described accordingly:

1. Elementary: The. Final. Plan, VOlurne IV, Maxi
c.

2. Middle Schools: The-(4-4-4) Pleinti Volume II, Maxi I

3. Senior High Schools: The (4-4=4)--Plan, Volume p,
Maxi'

.t

a
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1. Racial band analysis for Year II.

1.1 Elementary school band deviation

%-B,/O = 23.4

Band deviation Ng + [(23.4) X (0.30) + 2.0]

= + [7.02 + 2.0] = 9.02

Low Bound - 14.3 High Bound = 32.42

1.2 Elementary School Racial Band Groupjng

171

Below. 14.3
v
N14.3to 32.4 Above 32.4

Irving 13.9
.,

.

.

,

..

Burns(24.6)
Cleveland (19.9)
Columbus (18.9)
Connell (15.2)
Edison (32.2)
Emerson (15.6)
Glenwood -19.9
Hamilton---16.6
Harding. , 20.7
Jefferson-28.2

c McKinley---28;0
. .0

Penn-----20.6
,Perry. . 14.0

,

Burton (43.6)
Diehl (36.2)=2_

,

_

,

1..3 Middle Sch obi 1.)r-ld deviation

District (6-7-8) B/O =

Band deviation = + [23.5) x (0:30)]+ 2'3

=± 9.05
Low_Bound = 14.4 High Bound = 325

1.4 Middle School Racial Band Grouping

19
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Below 15.4 14.4 to 32.5 Above 32.5

NONE

,

East 22.3
Gridley 23.9
Memorial 18.0
Roosevelt 27.7
Wilson 24.7

NONE

1.4 Senior High Schools

Sinod the A.V.T.S. schools are open enrollment,

in specialized vocational areas, these schools are

exempt from the district's senior high racial band

calculations. .

District Senior High (9-12) B/0% = 23.1

Band deviation = + (23.1) x (0.30)] + 2 3

+ 8.93

Law bound = 14.17 Highbound = 32.0

1.5 Senior High Racial, Band Grouping.

Below 14:17 14.17 to 32.0 'Above 32.0

NONE .Academy
East
Strong Vincent

NONE
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Final approval of the Year II Plan prepared by this writer

under the direction of the Superintendent is expected at the June

30, 197.6-77 Budget adoption.

221



SCL.DOL

_

90BunNs (N-4) GO Tq) 54 2 7 7(.,

BURTON (-1-41 50 60 110 5P 47- 7C3 -11 E

.CTEV7LAND 120 10 130 E H c. r-

COLUMBUS 52 10 62 54 10 04. 54 ]T 5(

CONNELL. 130 ,, 138 82 88* 88 1.1

DIEHL' 64 21 c851 ,.--) ..,-:
_, 77 ;. 7.147.L 6E1

EDISON 85 37 122 59 (':

EMERSON 90 13 103 68 14 1-62T 7? 17 7c

GLENWOOD: 107 ..-4. 11r. .64 ?--=. 87 49 11 (-X. 6(

HAMILTON 6,0
0.

69: .43
C. 3; 49 2.,9 6:

HARDING 60 10 70 46- 14 60. 44 9 5E

IRVING 70 3 73 36 2 401 -..,0
_.,.

i

4E

JEFFERSON 99 17 116 69 30 105 61 20

JONES

LINCOLN 75 5, 80 SG 13 691 63 20 -.5
6';

MCKINLEY 37 \ 10 47. 1

i,

4-2 15 571 49

PENN 55 \ 8 63 38 70 48 36 5`

PERRY 107 16 123 53 1 54 ! 55 3E

,WASHINGTON

:WAYNE

OTHER SP. ED_

TOTAL 13?1 ,33- 964 307 1265i 919 289 "? ??,'1 ' 047

*CLEV. (BiL) 17
inc.2711.-3cF-131Lin.711a1

0 1? 1?



'7\ELE 17

1c171;

SCF107)1,8

1

5 C,P. Pr).
,

i

7,_.

,W T 1

m .W E . ,
7,,

....,

25 1c-, 51 ! 5 0 51

Lir ,-.--; I,:..: ; 20`', r, 76;

11 52'

-?t1 0 .: -., : 2c. P z17- 33 14 67

60 6 E6 ; 76 4? 118 : 11 3 14

34 20 21 71 33 104 :

i

70 ,, 93 ; 70 2"4 94 : 58 17 75%
149 17 66; 68 10 76 !

49 12 61i 52 11 63
i

33 2 .15
;

44 0 4,1

46 19 65 ; 38 q 47 17 4 2.1
t

i

44 5 49) 115, 24 139 ! 6 2 8

60 1 C! 7 q 1 51 .14 65 :

,,
6 16

CL7:S:D
i

49 17 66 1 54-: 11 55
1

;

-..)s.
'

---, ;

1

31 4 36
,

5.2 22 7z:
: 53 .69

'-cLosrp

60

70")9 L.211 7.062 242

10

17

15 iD

70 313

85

TOT:\L (1-5) ''.: i TOT,=VL 1111

T7 B T I IF: I V: B
,

T

202 66 268 124 .6H.267 96 363

236 183 411;43.6 30E 7::9 557
!

285 71 356119.9/ 445 97 538 ;
,.I

219 ;1 270;18.9' '00

394 71 465 1152 1 535 82 617
1

240 136 376 136.2, 304 15 7 461

251 119 _370-=; 32.2 3-94 '173 5671

324 GO 3841I 15.6 414 73 4E7

265 66 131119.9 372 70 44n

219 42 261'16.0 279
noc, *122 70 297120.7 24 383

277 45 322 13.9 353 50 403

305 108 413 16.1 416 131 547
1

274 76 350 21.9 357_ E3 44.0

162 71 153'26.0 229 300.

173 45 218 20.6 228 53 281

250 41' 291 14.0 369 62- 431

4320 1321 5641 23.4

4320 1321 5641:. 23.4

GO 15.; 75

5884 1653 7537

5944 1668 7612



CT7(.7);Th

( 7- 8 )

(6-8)

r"-"-)""T"= CZ)

Academy

East

TOTAL

A.V.m.S.

Tech-X (Green)

Tech-'7 (ite)

TOTAL

W 8

_

:72

r,

In
r.

'7

:?.1- 7 1 .-,

15

'2

f
/

1

2

157

205
207
621 .

7.

72

83

225

7777

'2q0:

1106:

Iqn
9

. T ' -
1

180

200

24 C

70

70

4 0.

2501
1

27 0

260

169

1 qr.':

2*L7 ''

23

cip.

2521
-.) 9,/:

194

' ic ^ -)620 180
,.

"1800 ! 623 23 9 86 ") '

3 ,

4

333
305

g38
31

,.-.

298

302

600

27

25

52.

32 ','

327 '
1

6521

27

25

52

360
3W
i, -. ,

690 '

262

3?)7

598

SPECIAL PROGI1L,MS

Home.Tutcr

Barber Satellite

Fri'c Infant

7:mct Satellite

TOTAL

224

J

::"QTDt

9"



r ]9Th ccticn s
.1.c. F.( .

. .

' ID C.,
--i

8122.3
icl-)7..C;

.

.

W

,

i

-1
,

1

!

Tr.T

,'.,'.'.(,

51.7

,-.c,

02

17;

368
679

SC. 22 01 --.; 65
7177.71 -L--. le 7 5 5 5 '117 772

I

i: :.1. . : - ,,-, -; .-:.
, r4 9 .

2 .
. .

1. :=' . ( 12

TcYr.n,L 1

, s P D.

01

7 i
704
7 -) c

280

..7' -7 '.',

.

984 128.4 i
I

1 0(7,', 7 7- . 4. ;

1 1 c , n ! 1 ... ;,i., . .

21

1 .c..)

38

/..

:7,

1 ! 24 7 7 2- 'i 3168 i 7
t.

,

2 . 1 !

.

32 47

.

,

0

5

118.7

13

131

97

1228 ;
1.310 ,

7.8 ;

7.1 ;
5 11

34

4

21.

TOTAL ALL

13

59 725 318 1043
, 4 736 260 102.8
7 7 1012 1 8 n 1192.

8512475 778 3253 i

75 .1238 125 '1363
55 124.7 118: 1365

7 '7' 7 1 !25E 5 24 3 2728

Othdrs .

, W B T
i

1
1 5 8 13

i 1

I

i

I

25 5 30
i
1 15

1 1 1 .12 1 13;

i ]t---
. ..---i

60 15 75 .

225



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

1. A nalys fs of Constraints

2. Community Acceptance

30 Smoothness of the Plan

4 Practitioner's Role

5. (Recommendations)

226 4

-0



1'7*

In Erie, school officials were faced with the problem of

implementing a desegregation plan with minimum' busing,/ but it was

not known, beyond speculation how the different segments of the

community would react. /For example, would the more affluent

Jefferson, Lincoln, Glenwood groups in the community be receptive

to receMng the Garfield children? Would the predominantly

majority (sitlite) Connell school be receptive to the Burton Area

Minority children? Conversely would the predominantly minority

(black) school be receptive to majority (white) Wayne attendance

area children?

These are only a few of the questions which exist (ed) and

whose answers led to the implementation of a successful desegregation

p ogram in Erie.

To provide precise answers to these questions niduld-regulre

research to measure parent and pupil attitudes in regard to racial

issues and the quality of education a parent had perceived as being

available in the schools. However, this study is not available at

the present time. A special committee of the United States Civil

Rights Commission conducted a field survey of desegregation in

Erie, ,and their report will be ready in the fall -of 1976.

In Erie, support for changing school boundaries to reassign

as many students as possible as walkers was accepted as an

alternative to busing generally and reverse busing specifically.
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Copmunity opposition to recommendations to improve the racial

imbalance was localized around specific segments of the community.

Inter--racial contact in the predominantly majority (white)

area of Roosevelt Junior High School has been in effect since

September of 1972. Also inter-racial contact of the Marshall

area (predominantly minority) with outer city majority schools has

existid since September 1968. This contact has had some impact

'on the community attitudes toward desegregation measures.

Communities such as Boston, Massachusetts; Pontiac,

Michigan; and Louisville, Kentucky have found themselves polarized

and divided over desegregation and busing. Perplexed by the

emotionalism of busing Er1Le -school officials sought and, up to this

point, have found the answer to desegregation. The successful

implementation of the plan saw a single marcher walking the

\vicinity of Garfield school carrying a "don't close Garfield"

--banner.

To chronicle the concerns, the issues and responses of the

Erie community to the implementation of the district's integration

plan is a very subjective and selective, process. The Ente Community

acceptedthe implementation without any community hostility or

polarization as demonstrated in Boston, -Massachusetts; or Louis-

ville, Kentucky. However VIE issue in the Erie community, dating

back to 1968, reached its crescendo in fall of 1970, when under,
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a proposed plan some 3000 elementary pupils would haVe been

bused. Following this,during the pe'riod 1971-1973,th e district

developed the controversial (474-4) integration plan which was

rejected by the Court. The Court citing the Erie School District

for contempt of Court, in August 1974, ordered the Pennsylvania

Human Relations Commission (PHRC) to prepare a p'an which would

desegregate the district's elementary schools.

The Court rejected the PHRC's plan under which 745 elecnerr-

tary children would be bused and ordered the Erie SOhool Distkct to

prepare a plan. This plan, modified by the Court, was-accepted

and, ordered implemented.

The concerns generated by the community depended on the

neighborhood affected and/or its demographic characteristics.

Public meetings were held by the School Board and School Admin-

istration, at which time the plan or components of the plan as it

affected these neighborhoods were discussed. These were:

... Garfield area

At a meeting held at Garfield school bi June 2, 1975

the closing of Garfield School along with the reassign-

ment of the Garfield area children was discussed.

_ Present at this meeting were members of the

administration, the supervisor of transportation and

this writer.
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Longfellow Area

At a meeting held at Longfellow school on May 31, 1975

the closing of Longfellow school along with the reassign-

ment of the Longfellow area children was discussed.

Present were members of the Longfellow P.T.A., the

administration, the supervisor o'f transportation, and

this writer.

Wayne area grades (K-1-2)

At a meeting heldft Wayne school on June 8, 1975
-4"

the reassignment of Wayne area Kindergarten children

to Edison, and grades (1-2) to Burton were discussed.

Present were members of the Wayne P.T.A., the

administration, the supervisor of transportation and

this writer.

The Garfield parer4s, through their P.T.A. argued that ttrir

school should remain open. However, not all persons in attendance

or in the designated area subscribed to the particular attitudes

expressed or implied but some discussions resulted from the issues:

1. The parents expressed concer:n over the hot lunch

program.

The parents were assured that there would not be any

changes'nor diminution of the hot lunch program.

All eligible children would be invited to participate.
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2, The parents expressed concern that the first grade

children would walk over, 12 blocks to school, further

that not all streets were traffic controlled.

The district's coordinator of school traffic safety

assured the parents that all safe routes would be

identiftsd and crossing guards posted.

Since all Qarfield children wouIci walk-to...their new_

school assignments, the parents were encouraged 'to
-

forM car pools for transporting children.

21, The parents expressed concern regarding a child who

became ill during school hours.

.The parents were assured that a child who became' ill

during school hours would Joe attended by a school

nurse, and, if the situatiori"was Such-that the child be

sent home, then:

3;1 The school nurse would phone, the child'S home

and appraise the parents of the' situat1on:.
.-

3.2 The school district matron or school's guidance

counselor would, if transpot tation Was required;

transport the child home.

4. Parents eXpressed concern that because'ther attendance

area changes were. confusing and that maps Although

helpful, were not clear to. them; Wouldthe School.
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District mail school assignment letters?

The parents were assured by this writer that notification

letters would be sent to the parents of all children

affected or reassigned by the desegregation plan.
1

These lettere"' would be mailed on or about August 15,

1975.

5,, Parents expressed cohcern about bus pick-up points.

The parent6 were assured by this writer and the

transportr_tthn supervisor that the parents of all

children reduiring transportation wouLd bc notiftidby

'mail.

The notification letters would include information about

pick-up time, pick-up location and return time.

6. The parents expressed concern about the special

-Nprograrns in remedial reading, remedial math and

counseling.

The pars were asured by the Coordinator of

E.S.E.A. Title I and the Coordinator ,of E.g.A.A.

that not only would these prbgrams be continued but -

that services would be increased to the' beneficaries

of these programs.

The smooth implementation of the desegregation plan
,

is attributed to the careful planning and implementation activities 00

232
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of tnts practicum Writer and administrative staff; public relations

throUgh the.various media were coordinated timely and effectively

through the District's Public Relations Staff.
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In the development of the plan the court and the Pennsylvania

Human Relations Commission imposed conditions and constraints which

the framers of the final plan were to observe in the preparation of

the plan. The constraints passed a formidable and complex task in

design of the plan.

The demographic computer model described in this writer's

Maxi I, provided the capab4.lity to retrieve and to simulate pupil

information according to tracts and blocks within the parameters of

the prescribed constraints. School attendance areas-were configured,

simulated and examined with regards to the Oegree of conformance

with the constraints.'

The implementation of the plan require the re-examination of

the constraints With the purpose of identifying variations, if any,

from the proposed plan. A review of the constraints assisted in

gainihg-d better understanding and identiVing instances of possible

bias. For example, the flexibility of the model in adapting to a

variety of. goals and constraints with regards to the relative

importance of limiting travel time, travel distance, numbers of

students transported and numbers of students who walk, makes it

particularly useful in assisting district officials in the development

and imidementation of the desegregation plan.
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This section presents to the reader, an analysis of constraints used

in preparing the ftlan:

In the process of developing the' plan the CoUrt set forth

conditions that should be met in the preparation of the

plan. These constraints are listed.

Constraint 1

Not to reassign Kindergarten pupils to desegregate these

oupils, but only to the extent that adjusted school attendance

areas require it.

This constraint was strictly adhered. The only changes in

Kindergarten assignment was to effectuate reassignment,

caused by the closing of Longfellm, and Co.rfield schools.

These pupils are not used in the calculation of elementary

school racial band..

Constraint 2

Not to reassign any pupils in Special Education programs,

except those in schools to be closed.

This constraint was strictly adhered. Since both Long-

fellow and Washington did not house Special Education

pupils this constraint did not apply, further all of the

district's Special Education Pupils are assigned to these

schools which contain the program of learning according

to the pupil's exceptionality.
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Constraint 3

To desegregate within the grade span of each school insofar

as possible. This constraint was adhered to as far as

possible.

1. Closed schools:

Pupils reassigned from the closed Longfellow and

Garfield were assigned according to contiguous tracts

and blocks to form an expanded attendance area for the

reassignment of the pupils residing within the.iarea.

20 Marshall area pupils:

The Marshall area pupils were clustered by grade

level to form satellite attendance areas.

Marshall School
area Satellite

Grade K Jones
Grade 1-2 Hamilton
Grade 3-4 Perry
Grade 5 Cleveland

The assignment of the satellite attendance area was determined

according to the least number of minority students required

to provide racial balance at ,the majority school.

Constraint 4

To desegregate within the existing grade span of each school,

insofar as possible.

This constraint was adhered to with the exceptionS noted.
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1. Commencing with the September 1975 school

year the district's elementary schools changed

foom a (K-6) grade span organization to a (K-5)

school organization. This being a transition

towa`rd the Board's adopted (4-4-4) grade organi-
V,

zation. Exceptions to this (K-5) plan are:

1.1 Wayne school -

Wayne school housed grades (3-6) from

grades (K-6). Wayne for the 1975-76 school

year is organized as an elementary school in

transition to the Middle School (5-8), (4-4-4)

concept.

1.2 Burton School

Burton school housed grades (K-4) from

grades (K-6). The (K-4) design for Burns,

permitted the assignment of all the Burns

area,grade 5 pupils to Irving and by this -

action, movir the least number of children,

racially balanced Irving school.

Constraint 5

To reassign all if:upils who live in a block without regard

to their race.

This constraint was strictly adhered; an exception is noted
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in the Marshall school satellite area where within that

attendance area the new school assignment was effectuated

by assigning an entire grade.

Constraint 6..

To minimize the neCessity of transportation to desegregate

-by makinggneassignmqnts of 'pupils vliVing twithtnLone-and-fa

half miles of a school.

This constraint was strictly adhered. In conceptionalizing

the plan the schools were clustered according to groups. To

assure consistancy in the development of the plan and the

assignment or reassignment of pupils, assignment .assumptions

17
wz:re agreed upon namely:

10 Students walk to school whenever it is possible,

and if the school is within the permissable distance,

students will be assigned to the nearest school out

of balance.

17
Sala, op. cit., Maxi I. Vol. IV, p. 13.
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2. If school A is within the maxim walking distance and

school B is not, preference shall be given to assigning

students to school A rirovided the school capacity and

the racial band mbasure permit.

Assignment assumptions 1 and 2 as stated were used

in the assignment/reassignment of pupils. Further

compliance with this constraint is observed by com-

parison of the pupils to be transported by the PHRC

plan. The PHRC plan called' for ,the transportation

of 745 pupils while with the district's plan only 345

pupils were transported.

Constraint 7.

Not to reassign a pupil to walk across any streets with

more than two lanes of traffic.

This constraint was adhered to as far as possible.

Traffic lanes in the city vary, some streets have two lanes

of traffic, diverge to four lanes, and reconverge to two
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lanes. The exceptions to this constraint were:

1. Group I schools

Liberty street - To provide safe access to this

thoroughfare crossing guards were posted and safe

route maps both to and from school were circulated

to the-eurnsito. Igving group transported.

2. Group II schools

Marshall area, pupils were not affected by this con-

straint as they were transported.

3. Group III schools

Burton - Connell - Wayne - Diehl

This constraint did not; have any effect on these

schools since the reassigned pupils were transported.

1) Burton to Connell 72 pupils

2) Burton to Wayne 49 pupils

Group-IV 'schools

Garneld - Glenwood - Jefferson - Lincoln - McKinley
Penn

The group IV schools were affected by this cf-t.t.P.frvt:

(1) Garfield area pupils assigned to Glenwood would

cross State street

(2) Garfield area pupils assigned to Lincoln would

cross Parade street.
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(3) Garfield area Kindergarten pupils assigned to

Washington would cross State street.

(4) To provide safe access at the streets listed

crossing guards were posted, safe route maps both

to and from school were circulated.

5. Group VI

Balanced schools, Columbus, Diehl, Harding, Jones.

Since these schools were not affucted by the plan, the

constraint is not applicable.

Constraint 8

Not to treinsport pupils for lengths of time or distance that

risk their health or significantly impinge on their educational

process.

, The average transportation time for all pupils transported

under the plan is 13.5 minutes while the maxi-mum trans-

portation time during the inclement winter weather was 20

minutes.
18

This could vary additionally depending upon the

severity of the weather.

Constraint 9

To transport pupils for no longer than (20) minutes from

piclup to school.

18
Letter - Mr. Fiore Leone, Transportation Supervisor, Erie

School District, Erie, Pa.
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This constraint was adhere . 19

Constraint 10

To reassign blacks for transportation and wherever possible

near a pick-up location that provides shelter.

This writer, and the data services staff provided pupil

scattergram locator maps of all pupils requiring trens-

portation. The transportation supervisor and coordinator

of safety determine the safe pick-up and dischar-ga area.

Constraint 11

Not to cause a projected total enrollment in a school that

significantly exceeds the rated capacity of that school.

This constraint was strictly adhered. The/pupil enroll-

ment for each school was less than the f-eited capacity of

the school

Constraint 12

Not to reassign a child from a school that the Erie Board

of Education. has occided to keep open to a school that the

Board has decided soculd be closed.

This constraint S. St? V.dhered

19
IBID10, Letter Mr, flo^e Leont
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aescri. ::$1. ton of this writers efforts:

190

This writer was actively involved in the planning and pre-

paration of the following implementation activities:

1. Coo-rdinate all data Services activities, data

collection, processing, and distribution of reports

required to up date and place in its most.current

posture the pupil data-base.

2. Coordinate and conduct a spring (1975) pupil Census

update in all the district's public and non-public

schools..

Coordinate the processing and preparation of elemen-

tary pupil's achievement test scores as required by

the Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA)

40, Coordinate the processing and preparation of

statistics for the district's Elementary and Secondary

Education Act (ESEA Title I).

5. Coordinate the preparation and distribution of school

attendance area maps.

6. Coordinate the preparation of pupil scattergram locater

maps for the district's transportation department.

7. Coordinate the identification of all pupils to be

reassigned by the plan.

701 Identify all pupils who will be, walkers to the

new school assignment.
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7.2 Identify all pupils who will be transported to

their new school assignment.

8. Coordinate the preparation and distribution of parent

notification letters of school assignment.

9. Coordinate the preparation and distribution of pupil

assignment lists to all of the district's public and

non-public schools.

10. Coordinate the evaluation design, data collection, and

processing in all phases of the 5th grade Educational

Quality, Assessment Goal I. and IV.

11 Coordinate the district's fall achievement test for

grade (2-12).

12. Coordinate the district's elementary (275) post

standardized tests as required by the Emergency

SChodl Aid Act (ESAA) evaluation.
#

13. Coordinate the preparation of the Year II Plan.

14. Attend/conduct inservice workshops with school prin-

cipals, transportation department, parents, and

teachers.

15. Attend a three day desegregation workshop sponsored

by the Elementary School Aid Act Committee.
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1

The Court has ordered that by September 1977 Burton School
\,

shall be brought into racial balance, and that the racial band for .

Burton School shall be the same as other elementary schools of,

the same grade span.

This writer would like to characterize our dtremaa as the

Erie School District c9nfronts the next stage of its,desegregapion
-

program.. Some of the problems are centered around the district's

renovations time table for converting elementary-set-idols-to-Middle

Schools and the 'full (4-4-4) grade organization. The residential

distribution of minOrity families (black) is based in large part on

family income -and availability of public housing.

The minority concentration in the Bui-ton School area is du'e '

to the large numbers of public housing available. SChool assignments

based on school proximity will not according to the most recent

census information available to this writer racially integrate

Burton. An analysis of these census statistics- shows a small rise

in the minority (black) population for this area. The composition

of this neighborhood's minority population may now have peaked.

Admittedly the accomplishment of school desegregation for Burton

School is extremely complex yet there are methods which could

effectuate a more favorable racial balance at Burton School. One

such method is the Parental Freedom of Choice Comept.
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This writer, with judgments .ibased on the district's Parental

Freedom of Choice Survey (Maxi I, Volume II), is of the opintoi'c

that such a concept offered in good faith could be eagerly accepted

by a substantial number of minority parents from the Burton area

and conversely by majority, parents in corresponding majority 'areas.

Some share the belief that it is a total UØeal1sttc objective to obtain

eoual statistical balance in all schools having the same oracle ispan,

further that changing demographics in a comrovnity may require

corittr changes in attendance areas. Precise mathematical ratios

for soriie schools may have to be waived and/or the percentage of

deviation calculation changed to include in its calculation a density

factor for both majority and minority pupils.
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193.1

One of the most serious issues of, the district's Year II

planning for desegregation was the question of school closure. Con-

sistent with the. district's long range plan, the extensive .:.,chool

refurbishment schedule for convarsion to t'!e (4-4-4) grade housng.

Organization, two schools Jones and Washington were scheduler for

closure. The planned closure of these schools along with the

concommitant reassignment of pupils posed a formidable and complex

task. The plan must have a common premise: and should include ways

of improving the quality of service the system delivers, and or,

maintaining the current level of educational services. The Year II

plan must also be prepared in accordance with the court ordered

constraints observed in the preparation of the Final Plan.

Thus the proposed school closure would require:

1. A factual base defining the demographic characteristics

for both the Jones and Washington attendance area, and

contiguous attendance areas.

2. The partitioning of the respective attendance areas wj.thin

the framework of constraints used in the preparation of

the Final Mao.

3. Simulation of the factual. data according to partitioned

and expanded attendance areas.

4. Sets of possible alternatives for a prescribed course of

action.
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5. The preparation of a time and task sequence for actions

to be taken:

5.1 New attendance area maps and boundary description.

5.2 pupil assignment lists for all schools.

5.3 Pupil assignment notification letters to parents.

5.4 Transportation analysis and safe walking routes.

5.5 School enrollment projections and racial band

analysis

During :he four month period from March-June this writer and

the data service's staff expended some 1200 manhours preparing for

the closure of Jones and Washington. The Board of Education, on

June 30, 1976 approved a zero mill tax increase budget for the

1976-77 school year. Thus the budgeted revenues for the school

'year July 1, 1976 to July 1, 1977 would be at the same level as

1975-76 revenues. This action ensured the closing, as planned,

- of Jones and Washington Schools: The reader should know that the

Board was split on the closure of the schools: . advates of the

closure argued that closure was necessary as part of the lonT range

plan, further operating funds to provide negotiated wage increases,

increased maintenance and utility costs at each school required '

funds not available by the Zero mill budget. Recent citations by

the Bureau of Labor and Industry against each school,Jones and

Washington,would require extensive work and capital. Those in
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favor of retaining the schools open, at least for another school year,

argued that operational and maintenance costs for each school are

available under the zero mill budget. Further the school closures

should also include planning for a central city elementary school.

The legality of the June 30 zero mill resolution was question-

able. The question was whether the Board had approved any tax

rate at all. In accordance with the school district solicitor's advice

a special meeting was held on July 9, 1976 in order-to clarify the

zero mill tax issue. , At this meeting the most vocal supporters of

the zero mill tax increase argued for the retention of Jones and

Washington while the advocates of closure argued the need for a

tax increase to provide for negotiated wage increases, increased

utilities and maintenance costs. The Board of Education at this

zero mill clarification meeting held July 9, 1976 voted to:

1 . Rescind the zero-mill tax budget.

2. Adopt a budget for the 1976-77 school year calling for

a 2-1r2 mill real estate tax increase.

3. Adopted a $10.00 per capita occupational privilege tax

(50% to be shared by the City of Erie).

4. Scheduled a meeting for July 17, 1976 to establish

priorities for the new budget.

At the July 17 meeting the Board voted.to retain open for

another school year Jones and Washington.
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The Board's approval of the 2-1/2 mill tax rate increase

and its resolution to retain Washington and Jones schools open for

another school year would seriously affect the year II planning. At

this.writing the preparations to retain Washington and Jones schools

open are nearing completion.

These are:

1. Attendance Areas -

The expanded attendance areas resulting from the

proposed (and approved!) Washington and JOnes

closure have been re-districted to be the same as

1975-76.

.2. Attendance Area Ma s

New attendance area: maps for (K-5) schools were

re-called. 1975-76 maps/boundaries were circulated.

3. Pupil Assignment

3.1 Data processing of pupil assignments deleting

new school assignments and re-assigning students

according to the 1975-76 school boundaries.

4. Projected pupil enrollments

-4.1 Preparation of pupil projections retaining Jones

and Washi.:gton schools open.

The operational plan for the 1976-77 school year will be the

same as _ plan implemented for the 1975-76 school year.
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vs

ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75
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SCHOOL:

SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

BURNS GRADES: K-4

194

CAP. (1-6)

ENROLLMENT
:.Y

PROJECTED ENROLLMEN
P 9 5 %

ENROLLMENT
sg-T 1 , 197

W B/O T %B W B/O T %B W B T %B 4

41 27 68 43 13 56 3 25 58

1 28 16 44 37 11 48 3 10 48

2
14 17 31 40 11 51 25 7 32

3

19 24 43 4 8 42 31 37

5

24 17 41

12

TOT.
1-6 140 111 251 131 36 167 21. 107 30 137 21.9
TOT.
6-8

TOT. I

SE I 5 1 6 1 o 1

TOT.
ALL I 186 139 325 174 49 223 141 55 196 27.04

COMMENTS:
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL: BURTON GRADES: K-4
[CAP. (1-6)

GR

W

ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975.

B/O T %B

PROJECTED

W

SEPT .

B/0

ENROLLMENT
1975

.,

%B

.

W

ENROLLMENT
0

B

97

T %B 4

K 56 40 96 50
- .._

40 90 49 60

1 48 61 109 50

44

40

61

54

53

90

105

97

109

77

69

44

59

45

52

48

48

122

121

92

107

2
41 56 97

3'
59 47 106 43

ii

564
58 55 113

5 ). ,

6 , .

7
,

,

8

9
,

1 0 ..

1 1 /

1 2 l.

TOT .
1-6 206 219 425 193 208 401 51 8 249 193 442 45
TOT .

6-8

TOT .
9-3 2 ,

.

SE 13 10 23 I 7 8
,

15

TOT .
ALL 27 26* 44 243 248 491 305 261 566 MI
COMMENTS:

255
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SEPT. f;;IL R3POSED hLEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL CL EV ELAND GRADES: K-5
1CAP. (1-6)

GR I

ENROLIMENT
MAY -6 SEPT. 1975

PROJECTD ENROLLMEN ENROLLMENT
0 1975'

1

aml
I

i

I W B/O T %B W B/O T %13 W B T %Et

96 5 101 96 4 100 11 138

1 62 6. - 68 70 4 74 II -6
I

2 62 7 69 67 7 , 74 55 8 63

4 4 48 _6_7 _2. 14_ 61 I i

4
44 1 . 45 46 7 3 47 3 SO

65 3 '63 48 20 68

69 3 72

7

' 8

9

10

11
.

ESL 0 14 14

TOT .

1-6 346 24 370 I 298 45 . 343 13. 1 264 .. 63 327 15 9

TOT .
6-8 I

TOT . I

I

SE I 37 12 49 I 42 25 67

TOT .
ALL I 479 41 52.0 I 394 49 443 433 99 532'

COMMENTS:
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL COLUMBUS GRADES: K..5

1

CAP. (1-6)'
K

GR
ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975

PROJECTED ENROLEM-i-t-4/
SEPT. 1975 SEPT,

ENROLLMENT
10, 197

%8 4W 8/0 T %B W /0 T %B

K 33 5 38 35 3 40 3R 6 44

1 38 12 50_1 3.5

41

34 %

_9

10

40

5Q

44

36 .....__6-.4.2---

24

34

11

6

RS

40

27 9 36 1

3
39 7 46

4
25 12 37 45 7 52 37 6 43

5
32 8 40 30 12 42 ---2E--12---46--

29 7 36

8

1 0

1 1

1 2

TOT ..

1-6 190 -55 9 5 IRS 43 998 18. 8 159 41 200

-

19. 2

TOT.
6-8

TOT.
9-1 2 .

SE 21 o 21
.

ig n 19
I

TOT .
ALL 244 60 304 220 48 268 216 47 263

COMMENTS:
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL : CONNE LL GRADES: K-5
CAP. (1-6)

t9E

GR
ENROLLMENT

ki. :

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT 19 5 ....

ENROLLMENT
1 97

W 8/0 T W 8/0 T %B W B T %B 0

149 5 154 145 5 150 136 6 142

80 6

6

86

92

86

80

92

8.

9k

III86

-101.
z

2

72 5 77 89 4_, 93 : ,
3

67 5 72 .

143

65

94

5

35

7D4

5
69 4 73 98 45

6-
74 6 80

7

c

10 ,

11

12

TOT .

1 6 448 32 480 425 65 490 13. 3 409 62 471 - 14. 4

TOT .

6-8

TOT .

9-12

SE 11 14

TOT .

ALL 608 40 648 570 70 6404 556 71 627

\ COMMENTS:
La
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL DIEHL GRADES: K-5
CAP. (1-6)

'GR
I

ENROLLMENT
MAY

I PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT. 1975

ENROLLMENT
0 197

W B/O T %B W B/O T %B' W B T

K 71 22 93 69 16 85 67 27 94

1 48 36 84 0

53

.....16--8-6_4.--.L11.
26 '79

69

41

,

. 38

1111

24

:11_______

75

.

,
44 27 71

3
4

34

2,,

25

65 47 _22_
4

59 41 22 63 62

5
42 25 67 34 22 5ft 32 26 5£?.

6

7.
'36 92 Ca

.7

8

1 0

11
. ,

12 \ ,
TOT .

1-6 , 159 404 225

.

108 33a 32_ 4 197 138 335
TOT.
6-8
TOT.
9-12

.

SE

.

TOT.
ALL 316 181

\

'497 294 124 418 264 165 429

COMMENTS:
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL EDISON GRADES': K-5

200

CAP. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT
MAY .

PROJECTED ENROLLMENi
SEPT. 1975

ENROLLMENT
SE'T, 10. 197 ..,

B/O T %I:3 W 13/6 6.----....T %B W. B T %B.

K 44 28 72 75 37 11.2 87 42 129

1
.

42 19 61 79 28
"CI

107
.

25 17 42 75 21 96 41 18 5

3
35 17 46 27 13 40 .

28 6 34 -35 9
.

44
c

5
35

.

1(1 45 25 5 30 29 7
.

36

6

8 , -

a ,

10 .

11. I-
,

. '

12 .

,-

TOT.
1-6 '20(1 71 .270

..

241 76 317 24. 0 160 84 244
0

TOT .
6-8

/ ,

TOT .
...

SE . 71 20 91 59 14 73
TOT .
ALL 315 118 433 316 113 429 :,/ .306 140 446

COMMENTS:

\



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL : EMERSON GRADES: K-4

201

CAP.. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT PROJECTED ENROLLMENT

SEPT. 1975 SZIn.

W

ENROLLMENT.
10,

B

1975

T %B 3W B/O T %B W B/0 T %B

K 77 4 81 99 25 124

*

98 13 it1

AN

,._

1 _55 55 82 25 107 76 13 89
,

2
45 3 48 81 10 91 72 11 83

3
-48 -3 51 59 17 _76 57

69

21

13

78

82
'4

52 2 54 _63 , 13 76

5
49 6 55 58 18 76 63 13 76

45 3 48

a

9
,

10

11

12 v

TOT.

1-6 294 17 311 343 83 426
,

19.4 337 71 408

TOT.
6-8

TOT.
9-12

SE o o o

TOT.
ALL , 371 21 392 442 108 FO ,, 435 84 519

COMMENTS:

261



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLPENT VS PROPOSED ELEMEL:TARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL GARFIELD GRADES: K-5

202;

r'AP. (1-6)

GR
: ENROLLMENT

MAY
PROJECTED ENROLLMEN

SEPT. 1975
ENROLLMENT .

0 1975 /

W 13/0 %B W B/0 T %B W B T
i

K IMI
20 37 57

,

.

11.2
19 37 56

3

17 28 45 .-

C CSED SC CL. ED S HOOL

5
9 18 27

.

6
9 19 28 .

7
,

8

,

i

/

9

10

11

12

TOT .

1-6 88 165 253

TOT .

6-8 \

TOT.
9.-12

SE
.

.

TOT.
ALL 102

1

'13 315

_.

COMMENTS:
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL: GLENwOOD\ GRADES: K-5

203

CAP. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT'.

1 7 I SEn,
ENROLLMENT

1C. 1975
,

W B/O T c6B W B/0

.

K 76 76 75 0 75 I 90 0 90

1
54 0 54 63 16 79 1 48

2
46 1 47 62 14 76 I 45 13 58

3
53 1 54 59 13 72 45 14 59

4
39 2 41 *7 60 18 78 I 54 11 65

'

5
47 1

I
48 42 16 58 i 42

I
17 59

6
39 0 39

7
-

I
8

9

10
,

11

1
S 1

TOT.
1-6

.

278

.

5 283

.

286 77 363 21.2 234 68 302

TOT.
6-8

'I

TOT.

SE
4

TOT.
ALL 358 5 363 361 77 438 I 324 68 392

COMMENTS:
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT Vs PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3175

SCHOOL HA MILTON GRADES : K-5
cAP. (1-6)

GR

W

ENROLLMENT
mpiy 1975

B/O T %B

PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/0

ENROLLmENT
1975

T %B

ENROLLMENT
S 0 1975

B T %B, 4

K 66 68

_

56

26

a

5

82-

Z_4-

As

57

48

49 51_ MIMI
56

4.8

41

IPA I

IR 69

0 48

0 41

2
49 5 54

52

43

54

4

5

1

JVL_

48

55

50

52

44

4

45

8

0
11

12

TOT.

1-6 992 2n R 1 9 9sR 315 Ift, 1 111111111111111
TOT.
6-8

TOT.
..-.12

,

SE

I TOT.
ALL 358 22 380

,
323 60 383_1 299 44 343 1

COMMENTS :

264



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL HA RDING GRADES: K-5
[CAP. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT
ALIY 6

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT. 1975

ENROLLMENT
SEPT., 101 197

I W B/O T %B W B/O T %B W __B____T B-2--

K 7-1 7 7 8

,..............a--4-.......,

70 10 80 61 15 76

1 50 11 61 50 7 57 49 9 58

2 59 22 81 56 10 66 54 9 63

3 44 19 63 67 20 87 53 22 75

4 61 10 7 1 58 8 66 42 10 52

5
67 10 77 51 12 63

6

7
-.

8

9

10

11

12

TOT.
1 6 2 4 112 . 353 15. 6 249 62 311

TOT.
6-8

TOT.

SE 2 .

TOT .

ALL 305 77 382 368 65 433 32'1 89 412

COMMENTS:

265



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL IRITT.NG GRADES: K-5
CAP. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975

PROJECTED

W

ENROLLMENT
SEPT. 19 5

ENROLLMENT

B/O T %B W 13 T %B 0B/O T %B

K 64 7 71 64 7 71 75 3 78

1 45 7 52 47
,

7 54 41 7 48

44 6 50 44 6 50 47 54

3
51 4 55 45 5 51 44

52

5_

4

49

56
'

52 5 57 54 3 57

5 50 5 55 77 21 98 74 19 93

6 42 5 47

7

a

10

11

12

TOT .
1-6 284 az 316 268 42 310 13.5 258 42 294
TOT.
6-8 4.

SE 7 () 6 , 0 6

, TOT .
I ALL 355 39 394 332 49 381 339 45 378 .

COLMENTS:

266



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3175

SCHOOL: JEFFERSON GRADES: K-5

207

-CAP. (1-6)

--ENROLLMENT
MAY

'PROJECTED ENROLLMEN
SEPT. 1975 S

W

ENROLLMENT
.T 10.

13

1975

T %B 4W B/0 T %B W B/O %B

101 6 107 1 J00 4 104 . MINIM
76

1.
11 87 67 25 92 11111111111

-2 -57 6 63 - . 82 22 104 IMIIIIIIIIN
45 6 51 23 75

MINI

IMIIE
MIMal

Nil

3

4
47

51

40

5

6

10

52

57

50

58 24

,

82
5

6

7

8

9

i
10

1

11
-1

,

12

316 34 360 307 1 3

,

,.......iill

TOT.
1-6 _2

.TOT.
6-8

1

ITOT.
Q-

10 5 15 Mill
11111011111111111111

SE 11 6 17 1

428 56 484

,

I 407 117 524

TOT .

ALL

COMMENTS:
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

GRADES: K-5
-CAR.- (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT
AY '

PROJECTED ENROLLMEN
SEPT. 1975 S

W

ENROLLMENT
"rj 10.

B

1975'

T %B ,B/0 T qii3 W Bp) T %13

-33 27 6C, 37 28

4

1

6.5

32

27

MINIMIM
11.11111PI

3 EMI
K

1 40 2 4 ; 28

2
18 '..:0 ^ ,i)

32 6 J
'1,

28
..-t

3

30 6 36

31

33

19 5 24

4
22 6 r

23 819 4 la ,

1

6

7

,

.

8

,

1 0

I

.

11

12

TOT.
1-6 14 IL_

.
TOT.
6-8

TOT.
...1, 0. 0

SE

TOT.
ALL 1 172 54 226 178 46 224

COMMENTS:

268



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS_PROPG&ED-ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL LINCOLN GRADES: K-5
CAP. (1-6)

7771717-
ENROLLMENT
MAY

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT. 1975

ENROLLMENT
0 .1975

14)v B/O T %B W B/0 T AB W B T %B , 4

K 130 7 137 131 9 140 .111111111111
1 52 4 56 86 23 109 67 23 90

11111 2- El lin M 17 Ell
3 4 63 65 20 85 ei :

MEI59

11 6549 52 67 15 82

9 8

6

8

1 0

. .

11

12

TOT.
1-6 335 32_ 4 11111 4 2 INIMIN
TOT.
6-8

TOT.

SE 3 2 5 5 2 7

TOT.
ALL 468 48 , 516 .

469 102 57 1 363 86 449

COMMENTS:

269



SCHOOL:

SEPT. 3975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

WIC:WIRY
4

GRADES: K-S r-
CAP . (1-6)

K

I4J

GR
ENROLLMENT
MAY 975_

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT. 1975

ENROLLMENT
SErTJ 10,

W I B

19/5

%B,"W B/O T %B W B/O T %B

K 58 13 71 50 15 65 ' 34 12 46

1 37 10 47 45 13 58 51 13 64

31 6 37 44 13 57 34 14 48

3
34 10 44 34 13 47 30 12 ' 42

4
33 12 45 41 12

,

53 38 9 47

5 27 9 36 36 16 52 37 13 50

6
22 9 31

9
,

10

11

12

TOT.
1-6 184 56 240 200 67 267 +5.1 190 61 251

TOT.
6-8

-I

TOT.
9-12

/

SE

TOT.
ALL 242 69 311 250 82 332 224 73 297

COMMENTS:

270



SCHOOL:

SEPT, 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED L. 4ENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

PENN GRADES: K-5
CAP (1-6)

1

GR

W

ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975

B/O T %8

PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/O

ENROLLMENT
1975

T %B

' -Sin.,

W

ENROLLMENT
10.

B

1975

T $13 J

K 25 2

3.

27

35

51

53

&

11

5.9

64

55

47 16 61

,

32

2
23 2 25 56 12 68 44 16 60

25 3 28_

. 38

__21

34

6

5

21._

39

27

3,'..

4

5

31

394 33 5

c
., 32 3 35 38 9 47 35 6 41

6
20 3 23

7

8

9

10

11 /

12

TOT.
1-6 165 19 184 202 43 245 17. 5 187 47 234 -

TOT .

6-8
.

TOT.
_

SE 4
..

4=mmilLalbQualymmanwllomMIMINP

242 55 297
TOT.
ALL 190 21 211 253 51 304 r
COMMENTS:
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SEPT . 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/7 5

SCHOOL : PRRY GRADES: K-5

212

CAP. (1-6)

GR
\ ENROLLMENT
\ . y 1 97 5

PROJECTED
SEPT .

ENROLLMENT
1975

r %B

S.,E

ENROLLMENT
T. _1 0

B

, 1975

T.
4ammoirmot

90

%B . 4W \ 13/0 T %B wJ B/0

K 100 \ 1 101 90 1 91 90

1 1 .47 47 0 44 1 45 59

2 50
_

49

1\

2- \

51
1

oAzAOa__T__til__
..85 51

1

60

SS

28

1 a

79

7:1

55

A
51 60 25

4
57 1 \ 58 62

60

15

0

77

6050 3 53

60 1 61

1

I

8
,

\

10

11

1 2
I

.

.

TOT .
1-6 313 321 273 41 314 13. 1 271 45 316 1C 2

TOT .
6-8

TOT .
9-1 2

.

...---

SE 22

14

22

449 363 42 405

14

375

5

50

,

19

425
TOT .
ALL

-,--.57-I--.-;--..r.-:---1--.

435

COMMENTS :
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/7

SCHOOL : WASHINGTON GRADES: 5
CAP. (1-6)

GR N
% ENROLLMENT

MAY
'PROJECTED ENROLLMEN I

SEPT. 1975
ENROLLMENT
1 0 1975

W 13/0 T %B W B/0 T is E I W

-

B T $8

K 36 IMI IMIE1111111 IMIIIIIIMPII
1 37 15 52 24 4 28 I 28 5 33

2 17 19 36 27 6 33 I 24 28

3 16 42 20 5 25 I 12El26

4 36 25 61 17 4 21 21 5 26

5 20 24 44 30 6 36 I 31 3 34

6
I

.

7

.

8
1

9

10

,

11

12

TOT .
1-6 165 119 284 118 25 143 17.4 116 20 136

TOT .
6-8

TOT .
9-12 III 111SE

IIIITOT.
ALL

_.x

201 130 331

..

160 84 244 159 65 224

COMMENTS:

273



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED- ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL WAYNE GRADES : 3-6

214

CAP. (1-6)

GR

W

EN OLLMENT
MA

13/0 %B

PROJECTED
I

I W

SEPT.

B/0

EN,ROLLMENT
1975

ENROLLMENT
0 975

T %B 2

61 6 6:7 1

1 42 11 53

2 53 9.62
3

45 7 52 1

42

INIPI
. 8' 5045 13 58 I 7 51

.

5
84 67 151 31 112

. 1

69 41 110 ,

6
61 61 122. 43 204 175 59 234

1

8

10
,.

1.....---
. .

.

TOT.
17-6 230 .1..n8 '

,

- .

TOT.
6-8

T.OT. . .
0

SE 24 27, 51 .

_

TOT:
ALL 415 201 'e16 I 33 89 422 21.1 3 6. 1.14 440

COMMENTS :

274



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL EAST GRADES: 7-8

215

CAP. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT
RAY '7

PROJCTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT. 1975 U SEPT.

El\MOLLMENT
104_1975

B
W 13/0 T %B W B/O T %B. W T %B J.

K

._

',-+-

1

1

L_2
-

_____

-3

/

5

6

7
133 24 157 104 25 129 123 7 150

126 27 153 136 26 162 145 21 1668

9

10

11

,12

.
.

TOT.
1,-6

TbT..

6-31.).
240 51 291 17 5 268 48 316

TOT:.4,
,_

...

SE

TOT.
ALL . 240 51 291 17.5 268 48 316

COMMENTS:

275



SEPT 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL GRIDLEY ....;RADES : 6-8

216

CAP .

K\

GR /
ENROLLMENT
MAY .11975_

13/0 I ,n' %B

PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/O

ENROLLMENT
1975

T %I3

!

_SEPT

,W :

ENROLLMENT
. '\ 10,

\
1975

$13 JW

K

1

2
1

'3

h

4

,..
I

.

. 6
33 98 131 146 : .

7
31 97 128 133 36 169 139 37

,

176

8 1
155 35 190 132 33 165

10 -- _

11 °

12
/

TOT .
1-6

.

TOT.
6-8 64 . 195 259 434 111 545 20.4 407 119 52A

TOT .
9-12

SE 10 7 17

I TOT .

ALL 74 202 276 434 111 545 20.4 , 407 119 526

COMMENTS :

276



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL: AnFt\AORTAI GRADES: R-R

I

CAP. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975

PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/O

ENROLLMENT
1975

T %B

SE'T.

W

ENROLLMENT
10

B.

1975

T 1B 4W B/O T %B

K ,

1

1

2

4

171

195

37 208' 183 36 219

36 231

,

213 39 2527
211 41 252

8
24E 35 280

I

249. 38 287 228 38 266

9 ,

1
.

.

10

11.
.

c

12

0
I TOT.

1-6

TOT.
6-8 469 63 532 615 111 726 153 624 112 .727

TOT.
9-12

SE 27 40 67 27 40 67 57, 32 Qi:

TOT.
ALL 496 103 599 681 145 82C

.......

COMMENTS:

2 7.7



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL ROOSEVELT GRADES: 6-8

218'

CAP. (1-6)
K

GR
ENROLLMENT.
MAY 67

'

PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/O

ENROLLMENT
1975

T %B

SEPT.

-.W

ENROLLMENT,
10

B

1975

T $13W B/O T %B

K.

r

1

".

2

3

4

-
,

6 1

196 70 , 266 199 68 267

7
167 ,36 203 . 148

1
197

60 208 154
,

73 227

e
61 61 265 44 241 181 34 215

9 i

10
r.

e.
.

11

12

.. .

(
TOT .

TOT .

6-8 371 97 Ian MI e S.

TOT.
9-12

SE 12 13 25 12 13 25 26

TOT.
ALL MEM" 549 186 735

COMMENTS:

278



SEPT. _1975 ENROIAMENT VS PROPOSI1D ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3175

SCHOOL WILSON GRADES: 6-8
CAP. (1-6)

,K

GR
ENROLL:TNT
MAY 1975

PROJECTEn

W

SEPT.

13/0

ENROLLMEN
1975

T %B

I ENROLLMENT
I SE'T. 10, 1975

IW 13/0 T %B W B T %B

k

1

2

,

1,

3

°

,4

5

6 208 42 250 180 47 227 .

250 53 303 232 59 2917
2,36 55 311

238 75 313 256 57 313 258 57 315

9

12 .'

TOT.
1-6 494 130 624 714 152 866 17.6 670 163 833

TOT.
6-8

0 N
.

TOT,
_

SE 20 10 30 , 20 10 30

11111111111

27

697

12 39

.

175 872
s.TOT.

ALL 514 140 654

COMMENTS:

279



SCHOOL'.;

SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED 'ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

EA ST GRADEF: 9-12
rCAP. (1-6)

K

. GR
ENROLLMENT I

MAY 15
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT/

SEPT. 1975 SE

W

ENROLLMENT
T. 10, 1975

B/O T

-I.

%B 8/0 9t-.8 B T %B4
-.......-

K .

;

4
2

i3

i

I

i

.

4

1 .

1

i

f--

6

7

- .

217 96 313 4 225

228 104

._L

332 6. 4
10 I___

EE32. 48 230
i

194 50 244 166 42 .208156 f7.--: 124
'11

..2

'7.10T .

. 1-6

184 ,' 217 161 37 198 152 27 179.
- ........

,

.

TOT.
6-.8

TOT.
9-12 808 .286 1J94 26.1 736 .256 992

12 3 15 .SE
, -...IL....

7481 260 -1008
TOT.
ALL 753 I

COMMENTS:



r

SEPT. 1975 ENROLL.MENT VS PROPOFD ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75.

SCHOOL: VINCENT GRADES: 9-12

CAP. (1-6):

GR
ENROLLMENT
- MAY 1975

PROJECTED ENROLLMEN
SEPT. 1975

I 'ENROLLMENT
I. SE'T 10 1975

W B/O ' %B W , B/O T %B W B %B J

K IIIIII

.

111111
,

-"

-1

2

3

4

.

5

r---

,

7
0

8
.

310 49

,44

95:1

302

266

329

43

47

329

376

.

266

306

64. 3329

.10 258
43 349

311 29 3L 272 45 317 .
.233 33 .266J

304 25 329 329. 30. 359 : 298 28 326
12

TOT.
1-6

,

TOT.
6-8

57

121F 165 1361 11.9 1105 168 1273TOT.
.

44 13 0 1 12 a 12
SE .

1227 160 1387 I '15
I 1117 168 1285

.

TOT.
ALL.

COMMENTS:

281

'f)



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL TECH GREEN (X) GRADES 9-12
CAP. (1-6)

G R
ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975

PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/0

ENROLLMENT
197S

T %B

SEPT.

.W

ENROLLMENT
10,

B

1975

-T %13 413/0 T %B

K

_

1

2

,

,

.

._-.

8
f

9
307 10 317 318 16 334 346 28 _.3.74

301

.

10
357 21 378 289 9 298 291 10

11
336 15 351 375 20 395 316 14 .330

12

TOT.
1-6

230 8 238 336 17 353 -7illaw

1263

19

71

329

1307

TOT.,
6-8

,

TOT.
9-12 13 8 62 1380 4.5

SE 42 7 49 45 .9 54 .6-,
-............,

'24 87

TOT.
ALL 1272 61 1333 1363 71 1434 1326 95 1394

COMMENTS:

282



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL : TECH WHITE GRADES: 9-12
,CAP. (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975

.PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/O

ENROLLMENT
1975

T %B

SEPT.

W

ENROLLMENT.
10,

I3

1975

T %8 4W 13/0 T %B

K

1

2
.

f

,

3

6

8

,

328 20 348 293 19 312 : .

331 19 350 359 28 38710 282

289

15

17

297

306 285 15 300 289 17
11

12 '277 20 297 2 6 15 311 :: s .

TOT.
1-6 1259 79' 1338 4

,

TOT.
6-8

TOT.
9-12 1205 68 273 5.3

,

SE
....------..
TOT.
ALL

36 17 53 36 20
.

1212 89 1301 1241 88 1329

A

1303 97 1400

COMMENTS:

283



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENi'S 3/75

SCHOOL ACADEMY GRADES : 9-12
CAP (1-6)

GR
ENROLLMENT

. MAY 1973
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT

SEPT. 1975
ENROLLMENT

SEPT. 10 1975
1-

W B/O 'I' %B W B/0 T n T %B 3

K .

1

2

.

3

5
..

.,
.

.

8

9
182 75 257 219

184

80

79

2y_9

263

171

201

_So

70 '

251

27110 180 68 248 --,_

190 68 258 1r 51 . 21511 199 49 248

207 49 25. il

12 285 57 342.

TOT.
1-6

741 246 987

TOT.
6-8

.

800 276 107.TOT.
.1-12_-

SE 21 28 49

TOT.
ALL 867 277 1144 767 289 1056

- COMMENTS :



225

SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL HOMEBOUND GRADES: SE
LAP. (1-6)

GR.
ENROLLMENT
MAY '7'

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT, 1975 -

.ENROLLMEhT
SE'T. 10 1975

W B/O T %B W 8/0 T %B W B
....................

T %8 4

K .

1
-

,

......:.--..._

4

.

5

1

6
/

'

,

.

.,

.

9

10

11

12

TOT.
1-6

...............

,

...............
.

TOT
6-8

-.

TOT-.
.

.

.

.
.

SE 44
..

-"5-4--"C"--13-1-?'"

1 0 aTOT .

ALL 44 8
.

52

COMMENTS:

285



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3,/75

SCHOOL: BARBER, CENTER GRADES: SE
//CAP. (1-8)

GR
ENROLLMENT
MAY 1975

PROJECTED

W

SEPT.

B/O

ENROLLMENT
197.5

T %B

SE'T.

W

ENROLLMENT
10,

B

1975

T

i

%B
.

W B/O T %B
.........

K
i...

1

-- -
2

. .

3

,.

4.

5

6 ,

7. -

i

/

10
_

11
,

c

12/
TOT.
1-6 .

.

TOT.
6-8

.TOT.
Q-12

SE 26 . 27
.

31 5 36

36
TOT.
ALL 26 27

.

31

COMMENTS:

286 1



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3175

SCHOOL MIDDLE GRADES: 5-8
CAP. (1-6)

K

GR
ENROLLMENT--
MAY 1975

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT 1975

.ENROLLMENT
SE T 10, 1975

W B/O T .s6B W B/0 T %B B. Wit
%B

. .
.

1
.:7

2

,

3 .

4 OSFE
5

64 23' 87

6
.64 10 74.

7
73 17 90

I

8
91

, ,r
,

p.

9 .

,

.

10 -P . -
.

11

12 .

e

, .

TOT.
'' 6, .

L5

.7.(57,1

6-8

.

SE 9 8 17

.

I

TOT.
ALL .287 72 359 I '

I

COMMENTS :



--"sh

SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEkNTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

SCHOOL,: COTTAGE
[CAP ( 1.4 )

NGRADES: 7-12 .

GR
ENROLLMENT
MA '7

PROJECTED ENROLLM-ER
SEPT. 1975 S

ENROLLMENT
0 1975

.
,

/ W 13/0 T %B W 8/0' T $8 B
.

T $8 J

t

I

.

il , .

VA
PRI

4

I
\

,...._
, ,h .

5
'

,
:. .

6 C L SED
.

.

3
/

<

8

9--

10

5

EOM
3 8

-
. -

, .

:

12 4 1 5 -

TOT.
1-6 ,

6-8

TOT.

SE

TOT .

ALL 1 0 42

-COMMENTS :

288
1



'1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75

S-C HOC , alEALms_lidom E GRADES :

aar.nto....o

, ENROLLMENT PROJECTED
SEPT .

1

r %B

10

12

TOT.
1-6 L

TOT. 11;

6-8 li
.

TOT.
li i

ir
4... -

, i
3

SE 1; 17 1 2
amosanaarov 4.p.o+a,"ftra...4orrooeva-9/1.10.-

TOT, i

ALL 1 --/- i 0
"

COMMENTS

B/O

229

CAP . (1-6)

ENROLLMENT ENROtLMENT
1975 SE T 10 1975.

%B %13

19

19

41.0=121019 ict

17 2 19

289
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MIDDLE SCHOOLS

GRIDLEY:

Grade 6 -W B T

Harding 49 12 , 61

Emerson .61 13 74

Burns(Irving) 16 16 32

Jones 18 6 24

Penn 35 5 40

Wayne(Pure) 44 15 59

Edison 29 7 36
TOTAL 252 74 326

GRIDLEY:
w

.13
T

Grade 6 - 252 74 326
Grade 7 128 52 180
Grade 8 137 36 173

TOTAL 517 162 679

MEMORIAL:

Grade 6 W B T
Washington 28 3 31

Marshall .2 2 4

Irving 8 2 10

Jefferson 27 9 36
Perry 27 0 27

Cleveland 15 15 30
Glenwood 43 18 61

Columbus 7 7 14

TOTAL 157 , 56 213

Emoatt:
W B T

Grade 6 157 56 213

Grade 7 209 37 246
Grade 8 220 36 256

TOTAL (6-8) 586 . 129 715

SPECIAL EDUCATION 59 33 92

TOTAL 645

290



ROOSiNELT:

Grade 6 ,,W B T
Hamilton 42 0 Z.72

Columbus 15 7
. 22

'Irving 55 3 58
Perry 28 0 28
Cleveland 40 2 42

180 12 192
Roosevelt 1 ,. 25 60 85

TOTAL 205 72 277

ROOSEVELT:

W B 'T
Grade 6 205 72 277
Grade 7 185 71 256
Grade 8 150 64 214

TOTAL (6-8) 540 207 747
, SPECIAL EDUCATION 15 10 25
TOTAL 555 217 772

NTisoN.

Grade 6 W B T
Connell 70 5 75
Lincoln, 45 13 58
McKinley 37 17 54
Marshall 1 5 : 6
Jefferson 19 18 i 37
Diehl 20 15, 35
Burton 15 10 25

TOTAL 207 83 290

WILSON:

W
/

B T
Grade 6. 207 / 83 290
Grade 7 178 '' 46 224
Grade 8 226 71 297

TOTAL (6-8) 611
, 200 811

SPECIAL EDUCATION 25 13 38.
TOTAL 636 213 849

EAST:-

W B ,T
Grade 7 173 57 230
Grade 8 113 25 138---

TOTAL 286 82 368

291

.
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SENIOR 'HIGH SCHOOLS

ACADEMY:

Grade 9
Grade 10
Grade 11
Grade 12

TOTAL (9-12)
SPECIAL EDUCATION
TOTAL

W
180
169

194
161

B

.70

83

78

49

'T

250
252
272
210

28.4%

30.57

704

_21
725

280
38

984
59

318 1043

EAST:
W B T

Grade 9 200 70 270

Grade 10 196 98 294

Grade 11 170 63 233

Grade 12 162 45 207

TCTAL (9-12) 728 276 1004 27.5%

SPECIAL EDUCATION 10 4 14 .

TOTAL 738 280 1018

STRONG VINCENT:
W B T

Grade 9 2'!4--0 40 280

Grade 10 258 58 316

Grade '11 288 42 .330

Grade 12 219 35 254

TOTAL (9-12) 1005 175 1180 14.8%

SPECIAL EDUCATION 7 5 12

TOTAL 1012 180 1192 15.1%

TECH-Y (WHITE):
3

Grade 9 102 '5 327

Grade 10 305 15 330

Grade 11 337 31 368

Grade 12 269 16 285

TOTAL (9-12) 1213 97 1310 7.4%'

SPECIAL EDUCATION 34 21 55

TOTAL 1247 118 1365

TECH-X (GREEN): ,

Grade 9 298 27 325

'Grade 10 333 27 360

-Grade 11 261 -22 283

Grade 12 295 25 320

TOTAL (9-12) 1187 101 1288 . 7.8%

SPECIAL EDUCATION 51 24 75

'TOTAL 1238 125 1363

292



SE&TION 2

CURRENT (75-76) ENROLLMENTS

vs

PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 9/76

293
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MIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS

1975776 SCHOOL YEAR

W
6

3/0 T W
6

B/0 T W
8

B/0 T W
T

B/0 T /
r_AST (7-8).

\
R IDLEY (677-8)

EMORIAL (6-7-8)

f2OOSEVELT (6-7-8)

A I! LSON (6-7-8)
,

;MAYNE (6)

\146

171

196

208

158

40

70

42

41

186

208

26e,

250

199

104,

11 13.3

195

145
Ns

250

25

36

36

60

53

129

169

231

208

303

136

155

249

197

256

26

38

38

44

57

162

100

287

241

313

240

434
,

615

541

714

158

51

111

111

174

152

41

291

545

726

715

866

199

17.5

20.4

15.3

24.3

17.6

20.6

1-----,,-.:

tj;(21AL 879 2301109 1830 2101040 993 200 1193 A702 640 <342 19.2

SRACIAL BAND SUMMARY

(6-7-8) Black % = 19.2 Racial Band = 11.4 to 26,9
0-

Low _.,19..2:-4((5-.8-+ 2 . High = 19.2 + (5.8 + 2.0)
.= 11.4 = 26.9

All Middle Schools grades (6-7-8) will be racially balanced.
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- THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, .PA
WARENT (75-76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/15)

PRESENT_ K-4

SCHOO7dtEE2iaSE=42 GRADES: PROPOSED K-4

234

,

GR.....

ENROLLMENT 'PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
FEB. 1976 SEPT. 1976

i:4 B T %B I W B T 7B 4i W B

.

34 21 55.
I
I 30 20- 50 . .,

.34 11
...

45 24 15 39
.

54 25

2
.

27 35 32 11 43 84 17

3
.

1 ,- 21 : '24 7 31 ., 59 8 6

, 32 7 39 13 10 23 35 13 51

6 ,.

.

.

. .

TOTTE
1%74- 108 34 140 24.3 93 43 136 31.6 202 66 268 24.6

SE
........-L

Q
/

0 5 5 0 5"

TOTAL fl

_ALL 3145 55

,

200 128 63 191

.

267 96 363

,

,

ADJUSTMENTS FROM JONES
MOVE'IN MOVE-OUT- =)--

T

TOTAL CHANGE

W

(LSE

B

-

T
9/75 ri
9, W B

i

K.....71....11... 10

T W B

30 10

30 10 40 30 10 444

".
22 6 28 I 22 6 28

3 35 1 36 I 35 .' 1 36

22 p 28

I

22 6 28

---
..--1-5---j-------L. .....--... I.

,

.

295



THE ScHOOL DISTRICT OF THECITY OF ERIE_, PA
CURRENT (75-76 ) VS PROPOSED ELMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9131

PRESENT K-4
SCHOOL : BURTON GRADES : PROPOSED K-4

GR
ENROLLMENT I
FEB . 1976

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT . 1976

I

B '7,311 B T 7,13 WB T

K 54 63 117 50

8

6Q

4

1 110

1

1 o

50

8

60

4S

_ 110

101 ....._u_.,......112.4

76 47 123 69 45 115 69 45 114

3 44 51 95 71 44 115 71 44 115

: 58 k 48 106 40 49 89 , 4C , 49 89

6
. .

TOTAL
1-4 251 194 445 43.6 -23F, 183 421 43.6 238

1

183 421 43.6

SE 8 9 17 20 6 26

7

20

08

3 6

50

26

557
TOTAL

ALL
.

CONTINUE 1975-76 GRADE 1 and 2 FROM WAYNE

ADJUSTMENTS

9/75
GR

MOVE IN + MOVE OUT (a) TOTAL CHANGE

W

(-.1-_,OR

B

-1.

,

1 ,

3 .

.,

5

6 .

296
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE .\-11e-
VSPWELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 61221

. PRESENT K-5
Sono:Ea CONNEL L GRADES : PROPOSED K,5

238'

R

ENROLUENT
FEB- . 1976

PROJECTED ENROLL/MT .

SEPT 1976...----,

..----

B T %B W . B T 7,13 .. W

th(1

4

8

T

134 7 141 130 -8 138

. 2 -. . .- . 82

EMI 72 7 88 11 -99
!

88 11 99

MIN 90 pe

80

6

6

74

86

....

'4

68

80i

- 76

6

42

74

86

118

.IP! 6 68

r 93 34 1327 60 6 .. 66......

6
TOTAL

1-5 402 64 466 13.7 378 36 413 8.5 394 71 465 15.2

SE 11 3 14 11 3 14
a ,

.11 14
TOTAL

ALL 1 547 72 621 519 46 565 53E 82 517

AD:RIME T FROM BURTON

.

......--............

GR

MOVE IN + MOVE CUT () TOTAL CHANGE + OR

W B T
.

. B T . W B -

.
,

o

(2,.

.

2 .

. .

4
..

5 16 36 52 15

.
36 52

6

29-9
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE PA .

CURRENT (75-76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARy ENROLLMENTS tam. _
. .

,

PRESENT .K-5

SCHOOL: DIEHL GRADES: PROPOSED____

........-.........

GR
ENROLLMENT
FEB. 1976

PROJECTED ENROLINT
SEPT. 1976

- %B W B T j 7J ir W 2 T

K , 66 23 89 64 21 85 , 64, -21 85
---4-

50 33 83 52 23 75 52 23 75

1 2 40 31 71 47 31 78 47 31 7

3 37 21 58 66 29 65 36 29 65

38 24 '62 34 20 54 34 20 54

.* 34 25 59 - 35 22 57 71. 231 104
,

_ 6
1

TOTAL
1-5 , 199 134 33 40.2 204 125 '-'2-9 37.9 240 136

i .
3(6 36.

SE

.
.

TOTAL
ALL 265 157 422 268 146 414

.

304 157 461

9/75
GR

MOVE IN 0-1 MOVE OUT- TOTAL CHAN= OR -

W

.+

B. .

.
.

. .

. .

2

/

/

3
,

/....____

4
,

.

5

_

36 42 58 36 12

.

51

,

300



THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE:CITY or, ERIE PA
CURRENT (75-76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY-ENROLLMMTS (9/15)

SCHOOL : EDISON
PRESENT K-5

GRADES: PROPOSED

240;

at,

ENROLLMENT
FEB._ 1976

PROJECI-ED ENROLLMENT'
SEPT. 1976 .

1 W B T 7.11 W B, T 70.8 T

37 39 126 85 37 122 85 37 122

1

_

34 22 56 59
.

39 18 57
,

32

22 17 39 2o 17 37 20 17 37- . 32 15 47 30 15 45 70 23 93

5 .....11 29 7 36
..

30 14 44 70. 24 94

'TOTAL
Tg 235 171 101

17

272

75

37 0 251 1119

58 17

370

75

32,2

. SE
1-TRAL

58 17 75 58
1 /

ALL .__LL.2aLj_:L3a__423 314 155 469 394 173 567

ADJUSTMENTS FROM WAYNE AREA
.Mnaaam

9/75
GR

.
MOVE IN + 1 MOVE OUT TOTAL CHANGE + OR -

B T I W B T W B. T

K 1111
1 I

,_---

2 I

I

4 408 48 . 1 40
---------

40 1 C) 50 I 40 el 0 50

5 1_ :
I

301



THE scHom DISTRICT OF THg CITY OF ERIE PA
CURRENT (7.5-26) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76)

SCHOOL EMERSON
PRESENT K-5

GRADES: PROPOSED

241

GR
ENROLLMENT
FEB. 1976

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
-SEPT. 1976-

.

W 7.B W B T 7.13 W B T

15 109 ...mi 90 13 103 90 13 103

1 75 13 88 68 14 82 68 14 82

2 72 9 81 72 1 1

,.

83 72 11

3 53 19 72 67 . 8 75 67 8 75

4 72 13 85 49 17 66 49 17 ,66

61 13 74 68 10 78 _.
68 10 78

6 ,

TOTAIT-I-----
'-.-1-5 3,,, 67 400 16.8 324 60 384 15.6 324 60 384 15.6

,

SE 0 0 0

TOTAL
ALL j 427WM.

82 509 414 73 487 414 73 487

ADJUSTIENTS--______.

9/75
GR

._..._

MOcE IN + MOVE

I w

OUT

B

(z)

T

TOTAL CHANGE

W

(4.,OR

B

)

TW B T

K

. 1
.

2 .

.3

4

.......-___
.
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THE spoil, DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE PA.

UBEET212113/21210ELIIIMMEILIEMPIENEN12_12Lil.!

SCHOOL GLENWOOD
PRESENT K-5

GRADES: PROPOSED

242,

GR

ENROLLMENT
-----FEB-. 1176-

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
.._. SEPT. 1976

-W B T %B 1 W B T %B W B T. im
K 86 0 86 1 85 0 85 I 107 4 111

1 40 11 57 I 50 10 60 I 64 23.r-:.' 87

2 49 10 59 44 11 55 I .49 11 60

3 46 .12 58 I 46 9 55 . ' I 51 9 60

4 54 12 66 I 44 12 56 I 49 12 ,C8/1

5 1 43 18 61 52 11 63 I 58, 11 CS9

6 .

_I -.k I
TOTAL

1-5 I 238

IMI 0

63 301 20.9 I 236 53 289 18.3 I 265 66 331 -19.9

0 0 I 1 0. 0 0

TOTAL I

ALL 1 324 63 387 321 53 374 I 372 70 442

FROM GARFIELD & WASHINGTON

9/75
GR

MOVE IN (+) MOVE OUT TOTAL CHANGE (+OR

W T II - B T W B T

K

G 10
W 12

2 ..
2

12
14 I 22 4 26

G 9
W 5

3
10

12
15 14 13 27

2 w

3 W 5 0
,

4 K-A/- 5 1 __ _. ,, 2 5

5 W 60 6
_ 0 0 0I

303
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIEPA
JCE2NT2ELLULIOPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/75)

PRESENT K-5
GRADES: PROPOSEDSCHOOL : HARDING

. 244.

GR
ENROLLMENT
FEB. 197E

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
SEPT. 1976

. . ,

T 11- -W 13 T --,

,

B
.

K

.

61

1-
Y.

16 77

55

, 60

46

10

14

70

60

60

46

10

14

70

601 46 9

! 2 51 8 59 44 9 53 t. 44 9 53

3 48 21 69 48 7 . 55
_ _A 48 7 55

4 . '40 10 50 46 19 65 46 19
/
65

5 v.49 12 61 38 ' 9 47 38. 9 47 ........

. 20 18 0 12 12 0 12 12,Bi-,Li
TOTAL
1-5 234 78 312 25.0 70 292 23.9 222 70_ 292 23.9

SE 14 4 18

.222

17 4 21 .17 4 21
. TOTAL
ALL 309 98 407 299 84 1383-.:;_ 299_ 84_383

_

MOVE IN 0-) MOVE OUT ( TOTAL CHANGE (4- OR
9/75
\ GR W B, T W B T W B

1

2

3

4

5

. _

6

3 0-5
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SECTION 3

ELEMENTARce= ANO. SECONDARY EDUCATION

SCILIOOL ACT (ESEA Title I)

,e

315
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Sdection of Eligible Attendance Areas (Source November 74 AFDC Data and School judgment)

Schootand Grade Span

, School

Enrollment

2

Attendance

Area

Total

3 4

AFDC AFDC

Public Private

Schoul:; Schools

5

Total

AFDC

6

Percent

Column 5

i Column 2

7

Ranking

of

Column 6

8

Total Low

Income

(includes AFDC)

9

Percent

Column 7

I Column 2

10

Ranking

of

Column 9

Burns School K-4 235 292 99 11 110 37,7 4 197 67.5 2

Burton School K-4 622 749 326 62 388 51.8 1 498 66,5 3

Cleveland School K-5 ' 482 850 47 1 48 5.6 16 105 12,4 15

Columbus School K-') 288 346 107 27 133 38.4 3 235 68.0 1

Connell School K-5 654 999 17 1 18 1.8 20 73 7.3 id

Diehl School K-5 418 611 108 37 145 23,7 7 175 28.6 7

Edison School K-5 406 553 166 13 176 32,0 5 229 91,6 5

Emerson School K-S 550 790 85 9 94 11.9 10 192 18.0 11

Glenwood School K-5 441 770 91 4 45 5.8 15 66 8.6 17

Hamilton School K-5 383 648 25 3. 28 4,3 19 46 7.1 19

Harding School K-5 450 716 36 2 38 5,3 17 96 13.4 13

Irving School K-5 385, 585 60 8 68 11.6 11 95 16.2 12

Jefferson School K-S 542 1032 69 8 77 7,5 13 133 12,9 14

Jones School 1{-5 226 370 93 60 153 41,4 2 149 40.3 6

Lincoln School K-.-5 578 1128 64 10 74 6.6 14 121 10.7 16



Selection of Eligible Attendance Areas (Source - November 74 AFDC Data and School judgment)

1

School

1chool and Grade Span Enrollment

McKinley School K-5 332

Penn School K-5 , 304

Petry School K-5 405

Washington School K-5 244

Wayne School 3-6 526

Dr. Barber Center Sp.Ed. 27

Erie Infants Home Sp.Ed. 19

SUB TOTAL

Gridley Jr. H.S.

Memorial H,S,

Roosevelt H.S.

Wilson Jr. LS.

SUB TOTAL

2

Attendance

Area

Total

3 4

AFDC AFDC

Public Private

Schools Schools

5

Total

AFDC

6

Percent

Column 5

;Column 2

7

Ranking

of

Column 6

8

Total Low

Income

(includes AFDC)

9

Percent

Column 7

1 Column 2

526 47 11 58 11,0 12 132 25.1

568 44 40 84 14.8 9 139 24.5

708 32 1 33 4.7 18 38 5.4

374 90 20 110 29.4 6 173 46.3

813 108 82 190 23.4 8 231 28.4

27 0 0 0 N/A N/A 0 N/A

19 0 0 0 N/A N/A 0 N/A

8517 13471 1663 407 2070 15.4 3073 22.8

6-8 562 882 83 19 102 1.6 2 280 31.7

6-8 793 1325 112 21 133 10.0 3 339 25.6

A

6-8 740 1226 156 12 168 13.7 1 310 25.3

6-8 896 1800 98 28 126 7.0 4 385 21.4

2991 5233 449 80 529 10.1 1314 25,1

10

Ranking

of

Column 9

9

10

20

4

8

3

319

318



4 Selection of Eligible Attendance Areas (Source - November 74 AFDC Data and School judgment)

School and Grztle Span

1

School

Enrollment

2

Attendance

Area

Total

3 4

UDC AFDC

Public Private

Schools Schools

I

Academy H.S. 9-12 1029 2021 134 4

East H,5, 7-12 1400 2302 152 68

Tech X H,S, 9-12 1482 1482 44 0

Tech Y H.S. 9-12 1959 1459 69 0

S. Vincent H.S. 9-12 1338 2003 39 1

Cottage Program Sp,Ed. 21 21 0 0

Home Tutoring

Program Sp , Ed. 14 14 0 0

New Direction

Center Sp,Ed. 18 18 0 0

,Other:

Institutions 150 0 0

SUB TOTAL 6761 9470 488 73

GRAND TOTAL 18269 28174 2600 560

5

Total

AFDC

G

138

220

44

69

90

a

0

U

561

3160

6

Percent

Column 5

;Column 2

7

Ranking

of

Cdlumn 6

8:

Total Low

Income

(includes AFDC)

9

Percent

Column 7

t Column 2

10

Ranking

of

Column 9

6,8 2 321 15,9 3

9.5 1 573 24,9 1

3,0 5 146 9,9 is 5

4,7 3 219 15,0 4

4,5 4 416 20.8 2

N/A 0 N/A

N/A 0 N/A

N/A 0 , N/A

0 N/A

5.9 1675 17.7

11.2 6062 21.5

320

321



Private Schools - Students and Their Attendance Araa

City Residents Enr. School School Enr.

547

160

460

160

170

593

293

200

528

414

388'

130

383

589

219

587

268

234

145

284

256

108

434

84

60

100

SO

116

6

392

791

283

481

31

99

16

2

150

322

Blessed Sacrament

Holy Family

Holy Rosary

Holy Trinity

Mount Calvary

Lady of Mount Carmel

Our Lady Christian

Our Lady of Peace

Sacred Heart

St. Andrew

St. George

St. fiedwig

St. James

St. John

St. Joseph

St. 1 ike

St. Mary

St. Patrick

St. Paul

St. Stanislaus

Spirit of Christ

Villa Elementary

Cathedral Center

Erie Day School

C. C. Day School

Word of God

Bethel Christian

Dr. Barber Center

Perceptual Center

St. Benedicts

Cathedral Prep

Mercyhurst Prep

Villa Maria Academy

St. Marks

Kanty Prep

Harborcreek T.S.

Lake Erie Academy

Institutions

TOTALS

552

168

475

160

170

465

456

794

531

409

815

465

600

219

18

161

235

145

287

262

139

478

138

60

109

50

224

50

419

1022

351

609

78

139

60

4

150

Burns Burton Cleveland Columbus Connell Diehl Edison Emerson Glenwood at
K-4 K-4 1-i k4 ....1:9K-4 ....11.4.--Jai_ki....17.1

- 78 - 3 2 204

17 - 2 11 1 .
14 58 . 3 - -

5 17 . . . ..

1 - ' 117 - -
210 6 1 -

1 - - 1 - 1

- 127 3 36

- 4 1 51

6 - i . . 197 -
. 119 - - 1 119 1

. - -
74 7 167 1

. -
5 5 1

. . -

44 -
- - 15 1 17,2

1 1

27
1 3 5

1 45 . .
1 4

8 -

1 1 18

7 1 - . 8 12 6

10 4 1 1 15 48 3

7 - 12 -
2 - 2 2 3 - 2 3 -

3 12 5 7 3

2 6 5 - 2,. - 6 2

4 3 2 3 2 2 3 3 3

1 - 1 - - 1 -

.. . .. ..

. . . ..

.. . .

57 127 368 58 345 193 144 240 329 265

323

to
01



Private Schools - Students and Their Attendance Area

Ci Residents Enr School' School Enr.

547 Blessed Sacrament 552

2 160 Holy Family 168

3 460 Holy Rosary 475

4 160 Holy Trinity 160

5 170 Mount Calvary 170

6 593 Lady of Mount Carmel 465

7 293, Our Lady Christian 456

8 200 Cur Lady of Peace 794

9 528 Sacred Heart 531

10 414 St, Andrew 409

11 388 St, George 815

12 130 St, Hedwig 148

13 3B3 St, James 465

14 589 St. John 600

15 219 St. joseph 219

16 587 St, Luke 619

17 268 St. Mary 161

18 234 St. Patrick 235

19 145 St. Paul 195

20 284 St. Stanislaus 287

21 256 Spirit of Christ 262

22 108 Villa Elemental), 139

23 434 Cathedral Center 478

24 84 Erie Day School 138

25 60 C. C. Day School 60

26 100 Word of God 109

27 50 Bethel Christian 50

28 116 Dr. Barber Center 224

29 Perceptual Center 50

30 392 St. Benedicts 414

31 791 Cathedral Prep 1022

32 283 Mercyhurst Prep 351

33 481 Villa Maria Academy 609

34 31 St. Marks 78

35 99 Kanty Prep 139

36 16 Harborcreek T.S. 60

37 2 Lake Erie Academy 4

38 150 Institutions 150

321

TOTAIS

Harding Irving Jefferson Jones Lincoln McKinley Penn Perry Washington Wayne
-4 -4 '-

29 -' 1

2 3 1

.
193 65

21 50

2

- . . - 51 1

132 . . -

1 2 3 1 -

- 134 -

47 - 1

- 1 - - .
3 - 1 23 5

- . . - .
- 127 1 126

- 7 - -
- 248 120

9 28 1

.
71

- 12 1 -

2 2 7 n 9

.
2 - 1

9 2 6 2 1

42 4 56 4

18 8 - .
- 6 3 - 3

3 4 4 , - 3

1 3 - 3

3 2 3 1 2

1
. . - -

- 58

6

1

2 -

73'

1

- 2

- 11

193

-

.

-

-
-

- 11 1 -
1 - -

- 42 - - 11

- . . 2

50 -
,. - 4 76 1

- 1 - - -
3 43 1 3

- 40 - 7, 6

- 1 1 20 -

11 125 1 1 10

1 - - 169

2 - 3 3 4

2 - 14 7 1

- - -

3 .. . 2 4

- . . 5 i 2

2 - 3

2 2 2 4 -

- 2 -

266 200 490 144 550 194 264 303 130 287

. :

325 fo
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'Private Scools - Students and Their Attendance Area

av Residents Enr. School School Enr,

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

.15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33,

34

35

36

37

38

326

547

160

460

160

170

593

293

200

528

414

388

130

383

589

219

587

268

234

145

.284

256

109

434

84

60

100

50

116

6

392

791.

283

481

31

99

16

2

150

Blessed Sacrament

Holy Family

Holy Rosary

Holy Trinity

Mount Calvary

Lady of Mount Carmel

Our Lady Christian

Our Lady of Peace

Sacred Heart

St, Andrew

St. George

St. Hedwig

St. )litnes

St. John

St. Joseph

St. Luke

St. Mary

St, Patrick

St. Paul

St. Stanislaus

Spirit of Christ

Villa Elementary

Cathedral Center

Erie Day School

C. C. Day School

Word of God

Bethel Christian

Dr. Barber Center

Perceptual Center

St. Benedicts

Cathedral Prep

Mercyhurst Prep

Villa Maria Academy

St. Marks

Kanty Prep

Harborcreek T.S.

Lake Erie Academy

Institutions

TOTALS

552

168

475

160

170

465

456

794

531

409

815

148

465

600

219

618

161

235

145

287

262

139

478

138

60

109

50

224

50

414

1022

351

609

78

139

60

4

150

East Gridley Memorial Roosevelt Wilson Academi East S. Vincent Tech X Tech Y

,

15 157

40 1 2

2 3 120

1 66

46 2

21 1 132

43 113

16

94 50 1

- 146 1

1 77 23

94 1

3 39 90

14 2 257

86

58 125

35 8 4 30

41 21 12

. 42 16

67 1 1 2 21

61 1 1

3 18 11 9

25 69 64 40 17

3 17 10 2 2

1 2, 5 7 7

5 5 15 13 3 8

4 3 5 3

6 5 5 4 5 16 16 16

201 126 65

385 145 261

152 58 73

153 96 232

18 8 5

51 40 8

6 5 5

2

408 320 532 486 904 992 \ 494 665

AO.

p

327
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4
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44
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W o .g o fi.
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urns

B
urton

C
leveland
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bus
C

onnell
D

iehl
E
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E

m
erson

G
arfield

G
lenw

ood
H

am
ilton

H
arding

Irving
3 8

78
204

29

17
,14

2
11

1
58

Y

27 1

5 1 5 '

1 127

4 119!

1
45

17 210

7 5 15 8

167
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Schools

Jefferson .

Jones

Lincoln

Longfellow

McKinley

Penn

Perry 58

Washington

Wayne

Sub Total 375

330

3 ,193 21
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0
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1

3
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1 7

3

84 160

1

1.

20

87

9

11

125

1

1

10

192

1

169

193

> 0
46

0io $4 0
a, 0 U

.1 0 44 fp 6
W. 0 pa 0 a,

18 3 4 3 3

1 8 i !3'I3 3
;

3

3

4

57

2 3

14;

7

220 60

2

4
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2

5 3

51 35

2

2

Totals

21 2

4
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199

550

194

264
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4954
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0
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06 0 01 4(/)
>1 X 6 > 0

0)fa "0 'I '0 0 '0 C 0
11.

11) 00 'tJ C
0 0 E 4 0

c -1
)2, p9,

I. 0
o '6' 75 0 .

Schools X 0 0 0 Ili
+4 4.1

(0 ("0 (v0 . Uj) (410 (7) El (0

C

1i)

(7)

35

8

4

30

77

84

161

,4

ro

1

0
(0

41

21

12

74

160

234

East (7-8)

Gridley (6-8)

Memorial

(6-8)

Roosevelt

(6-8)

Wilson (6-8)

Total (6-8)

Total (K-5)

Total (5-8)

15

157

272

375

547

40

1

1

2

44

116

160

2

3

120

125

335

460

1

66

67

93

160

46

2

48

122

170

21

1

132

154

639

123

43

43

137

180

16

113

129

184

313

94

50

1

145

383

528

146

1

147

256

403

1

77

23

101

253

254

44

1

45

85

130

3

39

90,

32

25

383

14

2

257

273

316

589

86

86

133

219

58

125

183

404

587
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.0 a, 0 Totals

67

1

61 3 25

68

3

17

5

5

! I

4 6
1

I

3 5 ,I

I

,

1 408

320

42 1 1 18 64 10 15 5 !. 5 5 532

16 2 11 40 2 13 7

21 1 9 17 2 .3 3 5 7 904.

58 92 63 41 214 34 41 15 25 38 2650

87 192 193 67 221 60 51 36 49 6 .38 . 4954

145 284 256 108 34 94 92 50 74 6 600 7604

,

, ,.

IA

335



.e

St. Benedicts Prep Mercyhurst

Villa Maria

Academy St. Marks Kanty Prep

Word of

God

Gertruda Lake Bethel

Barber Harborcreek Erie Christian Totals

Academy 201 385 152 153 18 51 8 16 6 2 0 992

n

East 126 145 58 96 8 40 0 16 5 0 , 0 494

Vincent 65 261 73 232 5 8 0 16 S 0 0 665

;

Total 392 791 283 481 31 99 8 48 16 2 0 2151

336 337
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to



School
Total

Enr,

Erie City Residents

K-8 9-12 W 8/0

Blessed Sacrament 552 547 544 3

Holy Family 168 160 157 3

Holy Rosary 475 460 445 15

Holy Trinity 160 160 155 5

Mount Calvary 170 170 166 4 ,

Our Lady Mt,Carmel 465 423 4 20 3

Our Lady Christian 4 56 180 177 3

Our Lady of Peace 794 313 307 6

Sacred Heart 531 528 525 3

St. Andrew 409 403 396 7

George 815 354 3.53 1

St. Hedwig 146 130 128 2

t. James 465 383 366 17

St John 600 589 518 71

St. Joseph 219 219 210 9

St. 14e 618 587 5 79 8

St. Miy 161 161 121 40

St. Patrick 235 234 187 47

St. Paul \ 145 195 136 9

St. Stanislaus 287 284 283

Spirit of Chrst 262 256 249 8

Villa Elementary 139 108 100 8

Cathedral Center 478 434 418 16

C.C. Day School\ 60 60 30 30

Erie Day \ 138 99 90 4

B. Christian \ 50 50, 46 4

Perceptual Center 50 6 6 0

Word of God 92 92 0

Gertrude Barber 79 74 52 22

Total (K-8) 9124 7604 7255 349

338

Erie City Residents
School Total Enrollment K-8 9-12 W

Cathedral Prep 1022 791 779 12

Mercyhurst 351 283 270 13
St. Benedicts 414 392 377 15

St. Mark 78' 31 31 0

Villa leadenly / 609 461 475 6

Lake Erie Academy 4 2 2 0

1Santy Prep 139 , 99 89 10
Word of God 109 8 1

Gertrude Barber, 150 48 28 20
Harborcreek 60 16 12 4

Total (9-12) 2936 2151 2070 81

Others

State Institutions

Etc. 150 So 100 120 30

Total

Non Public

(5-8) 9124 7604 7255 349

(9-12) 2936 2151 2070 81

Other 150 50 100 120 30

, Total 12,210 7654 2251 9445 460

Grand Total 9905

339

1



Public School PTojections

egtirr--r Public ,

Non Public ScOG1 Yerojections Attendance Area Totall,.:

Regular

Column 1

8/0*

2

W

3

13/0

4

W

5

Y0

6

Tot&

7

W

8

13/0

9

Tdtal

10

W

.11

B/C

12

Total

13

Schools.... .,

Burns 179 49 6 180 55 235 31 26 57 211 ' 81 292

Burton 345 261 9 7 354 268 622 111 ' 16 127 465 284 749

Cleveland 394 , 49 31 8 425 57 482 358 10 368 783 67 1 8fi
Columbus

Connell

220

570

48

70

20

11

0

3

240
J

581

48

73

288 . 50

654 342

o 8

. 3

,
58

345.

290 .'

923

56

76

346

999

Diehl 294 124 0 0 24 124 418 171 22 193 465 146 , 621

Edison, 214 100 71 21 285 , 121 406 136 8 144 *421 129 160
Emerson

. Garfield

442 108 0 0 442 108 550 232

Closed

8 240 674 116
, \

' 790
,

.

Glenwood 361 77 3 0 364 77 441 310 , 19 ,.329 - 674, 96 770

Hamilton 323 60 0 0 323 60' 383 258 7 265 581 671' 648

0' Harding 368 '65 13 4 381 69 450 262 ' 4 266 , 643 73 716

Irving 332 49 4 0 .336 49 385 193 7 200 529 56 585

Jefferson 407 117 11 7 418 '24 '542 456 . 34 490 874 158 1032

Jones 172 54 0 '0 172 . 54 226 134 10 144 306 64 ' 370

Lincoln 469 102 5 2 474 ., 104 578 [S33 17 550 1007 121 1128

Longfellow Closed

McKinley 250 82 0 0 250 i 82 332 167 27 194 417 109 526 .

Penn 253 51 0 ' 0 253' 51 304 251 . 13 264 504 64 568

Perry 363 42 0 0 36,3 42 405 294 9 303 657 51 708 ,

Washington '160 84 0 0 , 1,60 84 244 126 r-4 130 286 88 374

Wayne 393 89
,.

35 9 428 98 526 277 10 287 705 10'8 813

Home Tutor

Cottage
.

/ , ,
New Direction /
Barber Centex ,. 26 1 26 27

,
26 27 i

Erie Infants 17 2' 17 19
,

17 19

, / ,.
I

Total 6509 1V,11 257 70 6766 1751 8517 ,J1892 262 4954 11458 , 2013 13471

Validation: Col 1 + Col 3 = Col 5, Col 2 , + Col 4 . Col 6, Col 5 + Col 8 =, C 1 11 Col 6 + Col 9 Col 12
i

,

340

A



Public School Prc,lecti;;;

Regular Total 13ubl1c

Nor. Public School Proections Attendance kea Totals

Recular

Column

13/0

2

W

3

13/0

4

W

5

13/0

6

Total

, 7

',V ! B/0

8 , 9

1 Total

10

W

11

8/0

12 .

Total

13

Middle Scnools (6.-8)

East (7-9) 240 51 0 0 240 SI 291 398 . .10 408 638 61 VI
Grid1 434 111 ., 10 7 444 118 562 302 ', 18 320 746 136 862

M, 6,15 111 27 40 642 151 793 515 17 '32 1157 16.8 1325

541 174 13 12 554 196 790 4 i I 15 486 1025 2,11 126

714 152 30 20 724 172 ,896 879 25 904 1603 397 1800

Tot'al (6-8) 2544 599 60 70 2504 678 3282 ',.565 85 2650 5169 763 5932

0

Sr. High Schools(9-12)

Academy 725 255 28 21 753 276 102e. 970 22 992 1723 298 2021

East US 286 3 12 811 298 1109 473 21 ',, 499 1284 319 1603.

Vincent 1.,"/ 164 0 0 . 1174 164 1338 648 17 665 1822 181 2003

Tech X, 1332 75 30 45 1362 120 1482 0 0 0 1362 120 1982

Tech Y 1315 72 32 -, 40 1347 112 1459 0 0 0 1347 112 1459

Cottage 6 ' 15 6 15 21 0 0 0 6 15 . 21

Home Tutoring 4 10 4 10 14 0 0 0 ,. 4 10 14

New Direction 15 3 15 3 18 0 0 0 15 3 18

Teal (9-12) 5354 852 118 146 5472 998 6470 2091 60 2151 7563 1058 8621.

District Total

Elem. (K-5) 6509 1681 257 70 6766 1751 8517 4692 262 -4954 11458 2013 13471

Middle (6-8) 2544 599 60 79, 2604 678 3282 2565 85 2650 5169 762 5932

Sr. High (9-12) 5354 852 118 146 5472 998 6470 2091 60 2151 7563 1058 8621

Total . 14407 3132 435 295 , 14842 3427 18269 9348 407 9755 24190 3814 28024

Others 120 30 150 120 30 150

Grand Total 14407 1132, 435 295 14842 3427 18269 , 9468 '437 9905 2610 3864 .28174

342
343
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SECTION 4

EMERGEN SCHOOL ASSISTANCE ACT

E.S.A.A. TEST SCORES

This section presents to the rf-nder the standardized

test score summaries, prepared by the writer, and submitted

in conjunction with the Emergency School Assistance Act proposal.

344



SUM: BURNS

ELEENTARY

STANFORD ACHIEZST TEST &MARY

GRADE - 2
NATIONAL = 2.5

SUB-TEST ,

VOCABULARY

....

2

RACE

WHYTE

3

NO,

STU:ENT

20

19/11111111

4

lEAN

(COL#3)

2,58

5

MMIAli

(COL 3)

IIIII

kIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTR1CTVIDE.EAN

NUMBER OF

RESPONSES

1162

MEgi GRADE

EQUI.VALINC

nil
rill

A

MI
11=1

NUMBER MEDIAN

406 IMI
196 2.00 1111111111111

BLACK

READING-A. WHITE 20 2,4 203

EMI
13111

06

.06

197

2.7

1 9

11111111111111111111111111/11111

2.20
a

1 1165ME=
111111111111111111111111ME=
I

BLACK_
19 2,39

READING-B

.'
'FETE 20 2.39
BLA

CI 19

IMINIMIMMEMIll
111111111

READE;C-AILB WHITE

BLACK
1,9 2,75 2.4 197 2,10

WORD STUDY 20 3.09 2,3 IMI
197

1 0

11111111111111111111

1 P

BLACK,

19 302 11111
TOTAL READING' WHITE

20 2,8 205 404 3.1 1E311
111=11111

3,07

BLACK 19 2.6 EMI 191 2.0

IIMINIE911I.Q. EITE 15 98,4 97 IMII
BLACK 16 103.9 101 160 99,0 IIIIIIllIll

,00111.4soft.#. 0,00404!
Vstomakoktai 111111111
Page tio.1 'of JJ Pages

346



V

SCHOOL: BURTON

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST SUMMARY

GRADE 7, 2 .

NATIONAL NORM = 245

SUB-TEST 2

RACE

3

NO.

STUEEN

4

1E0

(COLI3)

5

KIIIAN ,

(COL 3)

MEDIAN'ALL PUPILS

MIS PitOPOSAL

DISTRICT11DE MEAN

11112ER OF

RESPONSES
2111 GRADE
EQUIVALENCY

NUMBER

VOCABULAR! WRITE' 44 2,66 2.30 44 2.7 1162\ 2.73

BLACK
50 1 79 2 0 1 6 2.00

READING-A WHITE 44 2,43 2 40 406 2,7 I 114 2 49

BLACK ,
50 1,90 1

1 c),.

READING-3

BLACK
---

WRITE 44 2,54 2,5 4C6 2t7
1 f,

50 2,05 2.00 197 2.20

P,EADZG-A0 WHITE 44 2,76 2°50 a

BLACK
50 2.04 1.80 197 2.10

WORD sra! ;IIITE 44 3,1 2,50 Lo7

BLACK 50 , 2.45 2.00 197 .3. .

TOTAL READING WHITE
44 2.8 2.50 404 3.1 1117 3 07

BLACK 50, 2.17 1,90 191 2.0

,

111/1/ .,

I.Q. WHITE 42 107.7. 09A nil u

BLACX 50 96.8 97.0 160 99.0 ,

1WWWW NW
,-4410-04..00
4111.40, f6t

644.0.VAWASA
,

Page no.1 of JJ Pages

347
348



349

SCHOOL: DIEHL

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST SUMMARY

GRADE - 2 -

NATIONAL NORM =2,5

,.............

SUB-TEST ' 2

RAGE

3

NO.

STUCENT

4

MEAN

(COL#3)

5

MEDI1N

(COL 3)
f

MEDIAN ALL PIPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICIVIDIMEAN

NUPBER OP

RESPONSES

la; GRADE

EQUIVALENC;

NUMBER MEDIAN

VOCABULARY WHITE I 42 3 16 '3 0 406 gni 1162 2.7

BLACK 29
2.09 2.0 196 2.00

READING-A WHITE I 42 2,66 2.50 L06 2,7 1165 2.49

BL-ACK .r.

29 2.18 2,20 l Ell
READING-B fliITE 42 2,74 2.70 06 2.7

BLACK

2,24 2.30 197 2:20

READING-12 WHITE 01 2 9 o Iir Q

BLACK
29 2.28 2.2 197 2.10

WORD STUDY WHITE 42 3 33 2 9 il o

BLACK
29 2.72 2.2 197

TOTAL READING WHITE
41 3.2 3.0 404 3.1 1117 3607

BLACK 29 2.42 2.0 1g1 2 0

i/11110/§
I.Q.

ailWorolpov.
i #S11144. ko;004.ftwtoToe
%ASV. AO, kt

WHITE 34 113.6

99.7

110

160 99.0BLACK
25 99.0

Page No..1. of j Pages
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SMOOL: EDISON

ELEMENTARY

el

STVCRD ACHIElair TEST MR!
GRADE - 2

isaTIONAL NOW 2.5

SUB-TEST 1 2

RACE

3

NO.

STEM

4

Eilli

(COL#3)

5

MEDLO ,

(COL 3)

MMIAN ALL PUPILS
DISTRICTWIDE.EAN

ThIs PROPOSAL OBER OF ICIAN

ESMISES

GRADE

EQUIV .'C;NUMBER MEDIAN 1
2.7VOCABULARY

.

WHITE I 26 2.8 ..2.7 406. 1162 . 2.73

BLACK

2.935

,
.

READING-A

.........

wHITE 267 2.3 419066 . 2 7 1165 2 L9

BLACK_,

I

17 1 85 1 7 1 1

.RELING-B

READ-LC-AO

Ar...TE 26 2.51 2 4 242..........116L2,6L.,

2.20

.
1.92 .

,...4c6

2.00 197

BIZX
17

'CITE 6 2 2 1 I ,
'BLACK

17 "1.83
,

1.50 197 2,10

WORD STUDY. VIEITE 26 . 3.47 1,3 07 2.q 11hp 1-no

BLACK 17 2.02 1.90 197 1

26 3.00 2.2 404 /3 1 1117 3,07
TOTAL READING WITE

BLACK 17 1.91 1.60 191 2.0

, I,Q,

AVATPAWAV
00 o OA 4 SO os%
Sia++1i 0410044.
' 44.0.4:4 0.0.0A a OA,

. VETE ism
11111

106.1

99.8

104'

97.0

EllirnIMIll
160 99,0i MIBLACK

,

Page lio.1 or n Pages

35! 3 2



SCHOOL: GARFIELD STZFCRD ACRIEVEHENT TEST SUIVIRY

-ELEMENTARY GRADE . 2
NATIONAL NO1114 245

''SiTEST , :2
RkcE

3

1.10.

STU,DE2

1.

Fitts

(001/#3)

5
1,EDIAN

(COL 3)

1.EDIAN ALil PIA'ILS
DISTRICIVIDE 1EAN

EH pRopok' IMER OF 1W GRADE

RESP°1.St EQ7A/Z1C
NUMBER .litIAN

VOCABLURY .

-

'..ETE 1.8 2,19 2.3 406 11M1 1162 2

BLACK
34 2,06 2.10 196 2,00. I

,

WHITE I

1

18 2,18 1..9 L06 2,7 1 116

MIN=
,

BLACIL...
1 1 q .glitim

2,20

EADIN-B

..
WHITE 18 -2.25 2.0 06

BLACK ,

34
ME
ERN 2.0 197

11EADEG-ALS 'CITE 18 2,1 0 WO. 0
BLACK

34 2.19
i

,2,2 197 .2,10 11111111

1111111111111 IIWORD STUDY MINI
BLACK

9

2.5 2.3 197

TOTAL READING WHITE
18, 2.63 Ell 44 3.1 I 307

BLACK Ell 2.29 Eli 191 2,0

7 / INS
I . Q ,

l%

velattottf,vpiv
74+PIVW4 0"1
W104.14,40g,`

.

1111111111

WHITE 102.5 101.0 lelliallil MM.
BLACK. 30 1 96.9 98,0 160 . 99.0 Mall

> I

Page No. 5 of 11, Pages
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SCHOOL: GLENWOOD

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST SUMMARY

GRAPE - 2 .

NATIONAL NORM 2 245

SUB-TEST

.

2 1 3,

RACE NO.

STUDENT

4

lEAN

(C043)

5

MEND.

(COL 3)

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICTWIDE. MEAN

NUMBER OF

RESPONSES,

MEAN GRADE

EQUIVALENC

NUMBER IEDIAN

VOCABULARY WHITE 1 49 3 31 3,3 '406 2 7 1162

BLACK
4 00 4,00 196 2.00

.

READING-A

.... ..

wHITE I 49 2.68 2.7 406 2.7

,

1165

.

2.49

BLACL
1 2,90 2.90 197 1.9

READING-B, WHITE 49 2.95 2,91, 06 2 1 r

BLAU

WHITE

1

49

1

2 60

3.28

2 90

,

2.60

3.0

2.90

197

0A

197

2.20

7.a

2.10

1,1 2.91READING-26

BLACK.

WORD STUDY WHITE

1

1S0

2.90

3.44

1:1

2.9In
1,a7

197

404

42.0

.1.

.1

*) on

BLACK

TOTAL READING WHITE
49.

4

1117

......

3.07

BLACK 3.2 3.2 191 2.0

71 1/1 i
loll,. WHITE N/A N/A N/A ; is i

0 1

'BLACK N/A N/A N/A* 160 99.0

VVINVPNW4
40# tia4+4,40:

ANSWAM

,

Page No. 6 of 11 Pages

355

4

*I.Q. Scores did not arrive in.time to compute
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SCEOOL: JEMRSON

ELEMENTARY

STANFCF) AORIEVEYINT TEST SUYY.ARY

GRADE - 2 .
NATIONALNORM:2.5

2

RACE NO.

4

MEAN

(COUI3)

5

Eirig
(COL ))

IZZAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTR1CMDE EAN

NUIEER

';OCABTLIP21 VETE

BLACK

REgrir,G-4L .

BLACK,,i
1

REMO-a '#111ITE

BLAU

ORD DI

BLA",K

TOTAL P207210 WHITE

PLACK

57 3,09 2.7

5 '1.83 1.0

57 2.89 2,9

2,26 2.0

_57 -3 0 2 7

5 2.66 2.2

2054 2,10

5 3,30 2010

56 3.7 3.6

5 2.0

40E

196

406

197

4C6

197

NUMBER OF MEAN GRADE

RESPONSES EQU:VALENC

197

1111111111M1111

11111111
2.10

197

404

191

2,1

3.1 1117 3,07

2.0I iififfiNE111.1111011111111
1121111111111111EmrommI esio

114.0 104.0 160 99.0 1 11111an III
AVM ToVn
44# t4 .404
0041 04.1%L....
404414 etiti

BLACK

357

Page No. 7 of 11 Pages



SCHOOL: LINCRI

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACHIEVEENT TEST SDI/MARY

GRADE . 2 .

NATIONAL NORM = 245

SUBTEST ,

f.........,....

2

RACE .

3

NO.

STUDENT

4

YIAN

(COLO

5

MEDIAN

(COL 3)

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICT ICUMN

REBER OF

RESPONSES

If; GRADE

EV:V/1MM i

MEDIAN

VOCABULARY WHITE 1 53 3.06 , 2.7- 406 2 7 1162 2 7

BLACK
10 2 11 2.0 196 2 00

READING4 WHITE I 53 2 45

1 "

2 79

2 40

i

0

2.60

406

1

06

IMIll

I q

EMI

116 2.42

BLIOKI
1 10

WHITEREADINOB

BLACK

10 2.00 197 2.20

READINGA&B WHITE . NM 1 o

BLACK
10 2.35 1.80 197 2.10

WORD STUDY WHITE 53 2.83 2.40 11,111111 o 1 1 2

BLACK
10 2 33 1.90 197 mu .

TOTAL READING WEHIT III 2 86 2.40 404 1E1111 1117 3,07

191 2.0 1BLACK
9 2.33 1.90

I.Q.

NoAtf,v, tv,v4v,;
NeAreep two et. 0

to 0 'iffni # 4 .44.
Vett+A10.+NAS

WHITE 48 111.8 109.0 : Iv , oç q

BLACK
8 103.1 95.0 160 99.0

,

Page No. 8 of 11 Pages
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SCHOOL: LONGFELLOW STANKRD AC111E7.1E17' TEST 32.11ARY

ELEMENTARY GRADE 2

NATIONAL N;;11-1 2.5

SUB-TEST

Ria
3

NO.

STUDENT

g1111111111111W

4 5 MEDIAN ILL PUPILS

MEAN :1EDIAN THIS PROPOSAL

(CEO) ; 2, 3) 1777,,'
Lou MEDIAN

VOCkBULARY WHITE I 25

BLACK

READING-A. WHITE

REMIG-B

BL1CK.,-

16

25

17

,

DISTRICTWIDE }SAN

man OF
RESPONSES

rari GRADE

EQUIVALENCY

2.45 2.2

1 68 1 50

49_6 2 7 1162

196 2 00

2.4: 2 20

IMMO
BLACK

406 2 7 1165

Loc., 1050 1 7 1

2.,61 2,60 406 2.1 116L

17 1 7 1,80 "i)7

READING-4H

WORD STUDY

WHITE

BLACK

BLACK

TOLL READDG WHITE

BLACK

17

25

WHITE N/A

LACK
.NIA/let.to iv QM tout

ve+44,0..t.,,s004 0007-4-7,
000.1.0.1..1441

Page No. 9 of 11 Pages
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2.20

:441§1, 1,nf,

1.50 197 2.10

LO7

197

404 3.1 1117. IX

N/A N/A

N/A N/A*

191 2.0

285

160

(10 fl

99.0

950 1017_7

F.

*Scores did' not arrive in time to compute
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SCHOOL: MCKINLEY

ELEMENTARY
.1
c.1

363

STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST SOME

GRADE 2 .

NATIONAL NOM 2.5

SUB.TEST 2

RACE

3

NO.

STEM'

4

MI:AN

(Colii3)

5 1 MEDIAN ALL PUPILS
DISTRIONIDE EAN

ELIAN THIS PROPOSAL NUMBER OF MEAN

RESPONSES EQUIVAIDC1

GRADE

(COL 3) la KEDIAr

VOCiBULARI VETE ; 2 81 3.00 406 2 7 1162 2 7
BLACK

2,87 2.20 196 2.00

READING-1
. WHITE 1 27 2,73 2.9 L06 2 7 1165 2.0

BLACK.,

7 2,80 ,2,70 /97 1 9

READING-3 WHITE 27 2.94 2.9 06 2 1

BLAU

3.00

.

2.70 197 2.20

READIZA&R WHITE 3 4 3.5

BLACK

3.47 2190 197 2.10

WORD STUDY WHITE 28 4.34 4 1 I L07 Z9

2 50 197 1

I
l jAg 1

BLACK
4 27

TOTAL READING WHITE Ell 3.76 3.7 404 Ell 1117 3.177

BLACK
3.20 3 50 191 2.0 MINI

_ .7 l aiN

wvivegsmi
##0-40+ VA
alkOWISlan

WHITE 26 105 8 110 0 111111111111. i I Q s

BLACK
7 101.2 93 0 160 99.0

,

Page No.10 of j Pages
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SCROOL: BURNS

ELEHENTARY

STANFORD ACII1EVEWP TEST SEIM

GRADE -

NATIONAL 110114:1 3,5

SU3-T3ST 2 ,

RACE

.

3

NO,

STUPT

4

EAN

(C0143)

1
IEDIAN..

(COL 3)

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS P.HOPOSII

DISTRICTWIDE MEAN

AMER OP ION GRADE

DER mEDIAN RESPONSES QUIVAIENC

VOCABULARY WHITE I i 2 8 2.8 0 11 1

BLACK
'1

I 31

3.28

3.02

2 8 152 , 2.7',

READING-A . VHITE
3,1 40a

.

3 L 1153 3 38

BLACL
. 3 .28 3 1 153 2 5

READING-B

..

'WHITE 30 3.1 3.1 LW 3 5

.

1152 55

BLAU '

15 1.49 3 2 153 2 7

ELT;O-12 WHITE 1 l. 3 0 408 6 11

BLACK
15 3,6 3,2 153 2 ?

iiORD STUDY 'N'IlITE 31 3.41 2 5 .07 37 ni7 1 75

HACK
15 3 68 3.2 151 '2' 4 ,

TOTAL READING VETE 31. 3.1 2,8 402 3.6: 1139- -3;65-

.BLACK
15 3,58 3 0 151 2 6 '

idffigi .

1.1. VETE 2' 106.9 105 27 MIMI
BLACK

13 106.9 106. 128,

INgsisfity14447AVN.##*+steo%
tst+.4iiitts4(4,.
`MO.S.V.i.40,4cosi

'.
.

Page No. 1 of P., Pages
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SCHOOL; BURTON-

ELEMENTARY

STAMM ACHIEVEMENT TEST SUMAlli.

GRADE - 3 .
NATIONAL NUN '1 3.5

SUB-TEST 2

RACE

3

NO.

STIMT

4

MiAN

(C043)

5

MAN .

(00L 3)

NEDIAN ALL

ILIS PR°P°211

mai

P8PILS

KEAN

DISTRICTRIDE 1

NUMBER OF. 1 1 . GRADE

RESPONSES I 1.111TALENCIC

VOCABULARY WHITE 58. 3.15 3.0 07

NE
408

Mill,
minims

3 4

, 1
,

1153 3,38

BLACK\
51 2.3 2.1

READING-A WilITE 58 3.0 3.1

SLACK.-
. 51 2,47 2.2 15 2.5

/

READING-8 58 3.27 ni '407 KM u52 55

BAC",,

4HIT

111111111111
58 16,

153.
08

MI
IIMEREADING-AB

BLACK

51 9 2.3 2;7

WORD STUDY 'IIIITE 58 3.37 2.8 MIIIMIMI
BLACK ,

49 2.48 2.1, 151 2ik

TOTAL READING . WHITE 57 3.1 2.9 402 3.6

,

1139 3 65

BLACK IIMI MEM MI11111111.111

LQ,

We 1(PAT,11 0 0.01V4t:

P #14194"8.47.1"vi

jev$70,0,16viAttWar4.1

'VETE 52 103 103 2 MI Mill
IllallillBLACK

49 96 97 128 99

Page No, 2 of 11 ?ages
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SCHOOL: DIEHL

ELEHENTARY

STWORD AMIEVP.DT TEST SDIVIR!

GRADE . 3.
NATIONAL 1;011M 3.5

SE-TEST

................

V00;EJURY

2

RACE

3

'40. ,'

STZENT

4

ME,T '

'1/41:)

5

1,E)I2i

(Cik 3)

12,IAN ALL

THIS PROPOSAL'

oBER

PUPILS

ow 1

DISTRICTWIDE

NIMER OF

RESPONSES

11111111M

111=11,Mil

EAN

i.N GRADE

.i IJIVAIII0

ihriiITE 19 3.69 3.4 UM
11111

408

/

2.7 1111111111111111

.3.4 3 38
2 8

111111
EADING-A tti:4.ITE

19 3.64

BLIG4-" 14; 3.0 2,8 153 2.5

READING-B

-

i WHITE 19 3.9 3.6 407

i,

3,5 55

Elva 111
3.17 2.9 Mall

FZIOG-12 19 i 4.0 3.8 408 . 6 IIIMMII
BLACK

14. 111111 2.8 isionam
WORD STUDY En

BL"K

19

MEI
4.0 / 3.8 MEMMI

2.6 IMIIIIIIIIIIIIM
Ta m READaG WHITE

19 11111 40. 402 . 3,6 39 3 65

BLACK 1111 3.39 2.6 11111111= 1111111111111
.

17 MAI, / r
1.Q.

i

wEITE 16 106,3 105 ' rillirlit 1

BLACX In 95,3 92 , 128 99 M.
We'414141VA%
wiwayte,

0404 fo of Ow
:110.0.0 AA% "01

Page No, 3 of 1?ages
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SCHOOL: WAYNE

ELEMENTARY

STANFCRD ACHIEVE\."Er TEST SUMMARY

GRADE . 2.

NATIONAINOE:2.5

SUB-TEST

VOCABULARY
.:

2

RACE

3

O.

STUDENT

4

MEAN

5

MEDIAN

(COL 3)

1EDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICTWIDEJEAN

MMEER OF

RESPONSES

MEAN GRADE

EQUDIALENCY
(CO 3)

NUMBEP MEDIAN

,

WHITE I
45

,

2,i3 2.40 406
,2 7 1162 2 r./

BLACK

8 2 I. 1 80 .196
,

REDING-A WHITE I 45 161 2,50 L06 2 7 16 2 /4

BLAC
.

K-""

WHITE

8

,

45

1,01

2.64

1 90

2.50

197

06

1

2.7 , 1 a 2.6/RFADING4

BLACK

8' 2.22 2.20
197 2.20 I

READING-A&B 'CITE 45 2 86_ '2 50 _1(1(1 2 4 116 2 1

BLACK
8 2.13 2.10 197 2.10

WORD STUDY VETE 45 3 34 2.9 107 2 q . 10 ,n

BLACK
8 2.17 1.80 197 2 1

TOTAL READING WHITE
45 3.17 3.1 404 3.1 I , 1117' 347

BLACK
8 2.31 1.90 191 2.0

17

I,Q,

vonvotrgixt
70twetv.,04%

Vf WPitIvis0.4
14+.0...0.4..'..o.

WHITE Ell 109.4 108,0

95.0

_____2ftC

160

Inq n.

99.0

q50 , inr7_7

BLACK 11111
97,7

,

,

.,

Page 1103-1.1of .11Pages
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SCHOOL: EDISON

ELDIENTARY

Sa-TEZ

STANFORD ACHIEVE:Cr TEST SlIFY.ARY

GRADE - 3 -
IiEtIONAL NOM = 3,5

2 3

RICE NO.

STEFN,

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSLL

DISTRICNIDE RAN

NUEROF GRADE

RESPONSES QU1VALF

70Canao, VIETE 32 3.7 3.4
BLACK

13. 2.86 2.7

READING-A WHITr 32

BLACL
13 1.67 2.3

; r
'./

aP4 0 "11,

READM-B 't1HITE

BLAU

32 3.51 3,5

WHITE

BLACK

14HITE

BLACK

.0.'hhh

407 3.5

2.3 2,17

32 4.n 3,7
L1. 111.1iha' 011a

;FETE

BLACK

3,71 1 3.2 402
h a

Ina la

13 2.9 2 6 11

WHITE

BLACK

26 110.1 113

10 105 101

Page No.4 of JiPages
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SCHOOL: GARFIELD

ELINEICAPI

STgaliD ACHIEVMT TEST SUFY,ARY

GR.hnE .3 -

NATIONALNOR123,5

SUB-TEST

,

2

RACE

3

NO.

(STU:ENT

4

MEAN

(COL#3)

5

MEDIAN.

,(COL 3)

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICTVIDE MEAN

NUMBER OF lEAN GIDE

RESPONSES IWIVALEN°NUMBER MEDIAN

11,111111111111111111
VOCABULARY WHITE 1 17 2.9 2.7 07

BLACK
L. 2 3

47

2 0

3 4

152

408-

2.7 1HIM 3.38
READING-A WHITE

BLACI...-
25 2 86 2.5 153

READING-B WHITE 3 25 3 1 407 3.5 1
1152 '3 55

BLACK'

25 2,66 1,2
153 2.7

READING-AO WHITE 17 3 4 3 1 408 , 3 6 1153 3 57

BLACK
25 2 78 2.3

3.3

4
40Z

1 1

2 7

1 7

2

1 7 1 75
WORD STUDY . WHITE 17 3 6

BLACK
25 2,49 2.0

TOTAL READING

.

WHITE 17 3.37 3.4 402 3,6 1139 3 65

BLACK
25 2 6 2 2

I/I z Jib,
I,Q, WHITE 10 103.8 100

4

BLACK rianwm, 101.2 11=
,

128

voivow,""stptv
oloaAttito,o,
VAIOTTIVOLV460.0/bikiniid

Page No.L5 of Wages
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SCHOOL: GLENWOOD

EriKENTARY

STZFORD ACHIEMIT TEST SUIV1RY

GRADE 3

NATIONAL NUE 3,5

SR-TEST 2 .

luct
3

No.

STEENT

4
yIAN

(C01.43)

5

mmIg

(COL 3)

EDIAN ALL PUPILS DISTRICTIDE !SAN

THIS PROPOSAL . MEER OF il.ZAN GRADE

EQI.TIVALENC(NREER Iola
,.........

RE2ONSES

VOCABULARY WHITE 0 . 4 37 4 3 ,07 /. 11 1

BLACK
1 2 1

i

2 1 152

'READING-A. WHITE 50 4.0 4.2 408 3 18

BLACK.......
2 8 2 8 153 2,5

READ1NG-B

\

WH:TE 50 4.65 4.4 407 ' 3,5 52 3,55

BLACK

1 3.5 3 5 153 2.7
,.

REAZG-Ala WHITE 50 4.67 4 4 08 j.6
2 7

11

BLACK'
1 3 2 3,2 153

WORD STUDY

TOTAL READING

WHITE 50. 4.79 4.8 N

1 1

402

2

3.6

111,2' 1 75
,

BLACK

,

WHTTE

1

49

2,5 2 5

4.7 4.6 1139 3 65

BLACK
1. 2.9 2,9 1 1

I.Q. . VE TE N/A
0

N/A

N/A

N/A

NIA*

27

128

0 .

.

...
BLACK

,
N/A -

ONNOtgivf;41,t4tflootiosg1.tostte #4..
Vikt.+!s.ttlitti

. ,

.
*1.Q. :scores did not arrive

Page No, 6 of 11 ?ages
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379

SCEOOL: JEFFERSON

ELMENTARY

STANFORD 'ACHIEVEFFST TES? SARY

GRLDE 3

NATIONAL NOM 3,5

SUB-TEST 2 .

RACE

3

NO.

STLTENT

4

:ES
(COL#3)

5 .

OLT
(COL 3)

.........
MAN ALL..PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICTVIDE 18.4N

NUMBER OF i .F.AN GRADE

NunER mg RE2ONSES QtaVAIM

' VOCAB1TLARY.

,

WHITE 48

6

3 8

2 66

3.8 07

2 8 152 Min
3.4 .1

11113111111111111111
011,

11 1

3.38

1152 3.55

BLACK

RE;.DING-A WHTTr 48 '3.9

2 75

3.8' 408

6 1 2.6 153

READII1G-B WEITE

'BUCK

48 4.0 3 7 40

6 3,1 2.8 153 111 ,

11HE;,DY.G.E1E3 WH7E

BLA.Cri

48 4 0 4 0 408

6 3.0

4.

111111 15

4 0 07

gill
3.7

11111.
1 75WORD STUDY

,

WHITE 45

LACK 6 3.1 2.1 1 1 2

TOTAL READIG WHITE
48 4.29 4.1 402 3 6 1139

BLACK
2 86 t0,6 151

AMMIMMINIIIIMININU

I . Q, .

gegRigtiV04stlestbo00,4Vow tem oose 44.et 4

1,11117

proommalm,

40 ---111 5

andolmillMimliwimoW

1,11 277 109

BLACK 3 106.,3 104 128 99: 1

,

,.......
Page No. 7 of 11Pages
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81

SCHOOL: LINCOLIF STANFORD ACILIEtiMTEST SM41.1n

ELENENTARY GRAD; 3 .
NATIONALN0RN=3,5

SUB-TEST 2

'RAE

3 4

No. rtAx

5

MEDI21

(COL 3)

'BIM ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICTkDE nAN

NM OF ,T,AN GRADE

SIV3. (COT43) ro,TER nigi RESPONSES QU1VALENC

VOCASZa VETE 61 3 8 3 4 07 L 111

-................p.

RE'ADING2A

""K 1111N111111111111=111
AITE 61 3.19 3.7 408 MIE 1153 3.38
}KICK,

4 '2.9 2 5 153 45'
/

READI,NGq ETE 61 4.1 3.7 407 11111111= 1 5c

Butu ,

3.0 3.1 153

4._Lril. 61 4 1 3,8 L08 . .6 ii 1
BLAC,K .

2 97 2.8 153 MI
WOR2 STUDY ;IITE ' 61 4,,25 4.0 4,07 3 7 1

BLACK
4 2.6 2 1 151 , ', '2,/.

TOTAL READDiG

PIO I
IHITE 61 4°19 3°6 402 3.6 1139 3.65'
BLACK

, 4 2.8 2.6
.

i T
,

I.

VETE . 53 112.1
,

83

277

128

1 Q .; 11=1111111111
,

iBLICK
3 96

gegON*74++101Goor
tikt.4.14Yet%

1

,

.

,

,

Page No. of 11 Pam

282



SCHOOL: LONGFELLOW

EIDIENTARY

STANFORD
ACHIEVEMENT TEST SUMMARY'

GRADE . 3 .

NATIONAL NORM = 3.5

0.44

SUB-TEST

VOCABTLARZ

2

RICE

ZiITE

BLACK

3 4

NO, MEAN

STUDENT (CCL#3)

17 4.48

7 248

READING-A

READ1NG7B

READING-AO

WHITE I 17

EU,
7

5

OLIN
(COL 3) NunER

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

4.3

DISTRICTVIDE MEAN

.4 NUMBER 4EAN GRADE

RESPONSES I QUIVALEE

4 0 4.9 LOS

2 5 2.1 15

HI

BLACK

WORD STUDY ----1 WHITE

TOTAL READDIG

BLACK

WHITE

17

7

17

7

L7

I BLACK

2,1

4,5

2.4

I
WHITE . O. 0 -31 2

qii 1

,

BLACK N/A N/A N/A* 128

WININIVAIWO;.1,44$4040149
fOtftitittoisS,%`.
Zatetkt,tNi#,..

Page Nod. of 1,1 Paies

183

,
*I,Q, scores

did not arrive
in time to compute

384



SCHOOL: MC KINLEY

ELEMENTARY

SUB-TEST

STANFOriI) ACHIEVNENT TEST S011iARY

GRADE - 3 ..

NATIONAL NOM 3,5

EDIAN ML PUPILS DISTRICTWIDE MEAN

THIS PROPOSAL MR OF
RESPONSES

/LEAN GRADE

QUIVALENC

BLACK

WHITE

BLACK,

0

152

408

153

WHITE

BLACX

READING-A&B WHITE

BLACK

WORD STUDY
' WHITE

BLACK

TOTAL READING WHITE

BLACK

1153

11/3

1139

3 38

3 55

3 57

EnTE 28

BLACK
9

Page No. lOof 11Page3

385 386



SCHOOL: WAYNE

;ILDIENTARY

387

STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST SUMMARY

GRADE . 3
NATIONAL NORM = 3.5

.........,

//SUB-TEST ,2

'RAGE

3

NO.

ST.UDENT

42

4

MEAN

(COL#3;

3.4

5

EEDLIN.

(COL 3)

3 3

MEDIAN ALL FTPILS DISTRICTVIDE ME'

THIS PROPOSAL
NUMBER OF EAN GRAD

QUIVALENCNUMBER

07

MEDIAN REMSES
7--
VOCABULARY

READING-A

t

WHITE
11 1

'BLACK

WHITE 1

7 2 7 2 0 152 2 17

.

3.2", 3,3 '..013 3.4 1153 3.38

MACK,
7 2.8

42 3.2

2.7

3,1

153 2 5 1.
407 3 5 1152 .55READING-B

BLACK

READING-Afg- :WHITE

7 2,6

3.37

2.7 153 2.7

3. 08 .6 11

BLACK fl 2,6 2.5 15

.11 lint

1 1 111011111111111111111111

MI I
,,,

WORD STUDY WHITE 3 3 2.9

2.1

BLACK
2 75

TOTAL READING WHITE 38 3.37 3.2 402 3,6 i 1139 3.65

BLACK. 11111
2 9 2 6 1

/1111a1§,
IA, WHITE

,...,..............,....
31 108,2 109

105

277 1

BLACK

8'4-

6 103.3
4

128

WATIVASVO;.01041,114%
#.404,0. fo.
',444,060. ea,loo,,,,

.

Page lic4,11 of 11 Pages

388



SCEOOL: BUMS

ELNNTARY

STIEFORD ACRIEVEIST TEST MARY

GRADE 4 -
NATIONAL KOMI 4.5

IAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

BUN

447

I GRADE

QUIVALENCY

Page 1 of 31 Pages

189 .390



SCHOOL: BURTON

ELEKNTARY

/

STANFORD ACHIEVaiNT TEST SUMMARY

GRADE - 4 .

NATIONAL NORM 4.5

SIIBLIEST 2

RAGE

3

r,O.

STU:ENT

4

Icz
(743)

5

EMIL
(COL 3)

AEDIAN ALL FOILS

THIS PROPOAL .

DISTRICTWIDE ISAN

Num OF ' GRADE

QUIVALENCYINER MEDIAN RESPONSES i

VOCLETLAR7 WEITE 55 4.2 4.0 358. 4 7 1110 4 52

BLACK
55 -3.5 34 164 3,4

READING ..

COXPREENSIOa

WHITE 56 4 26 4,2 _J1)

1634

6

.4.6 ill.1

.

4,50

3,8
.

A...

11Cii 5,27

BLACK
55 3.1 3 6

WORD STiv
WHITE 55 4.85 4.2

512 4,0 '3 6 163 3.7

TOTAL READING
WhITE 54 . 4.58 4 2

0

L8

BLACK
52 3 8 3 7 0

.

0

r-s--

LQ, . ATTE ' 52 94,3 9,H 2V 9 7 937

87 ,83 145BylCK 53 85.1

Page 2 of 11,Pages
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KHOOL: DIEHL

ELEENTARY

STAUORD ACEEITEENT TEST SUMMARY

.GRADE

NATIONAL NORM .= 4.5

St-TEST ,

u

2

RACE

WHITE

3

NO,

STU:ENT

36

4

FIAN

(COU/3)

4,79

P5

MIMIAN

(COL 3)

4,7

1ENAII, ALL Pukl,S

EIS TpPOSAL

DISTIUCTit/IDE al

mimER OF

RESPONSES

. 1110

? GaDE

QUIVLTCY

I, 52

OMER INIAN

'358 4 7
VOC4ULARY

I .
,./

4ACK
.

21 3.79 3',; 164 3.4 ,

READING, .

CO9REEENSIOri

WHITE 36 4 88 4.8 359 .4.6 1111 4 59

BLACK 21 4,3 4.1 163 '3,8

WORD :INDY
WHITE 36 6 0 6 3 356 5 3 1107 5 27

21 4.4 3.1 4' 163 3 7

TOTAL READING
WHITE 36r 5.3 5 2 154 4.8 1100 4,8

ifig--g--,

21 4 4 , 4 2
, .

.

,

.
.

I.Q.
33., 101.3 .,, 10'0 278 97 7

BLACK 21 91,9 89

Page 3 of 11 Pages



SZEOL: EDISON

ELEMENTARY

STANFOFD ACHIEVEMENT TEST :MO

GRADE - 4 .

NATIONAL NORM = 4.5
rISIMIIMULAMACE,

StB-TEST 2

RACE

3

NO,

STUDENT

4

EAN

(COL#3)

5

EU
(OOL 3)

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICTEDE MEAN

Etin OF ,I.,AN GRADE

QUIVALENCYNUMBER MEDIAN REPONSES

VCCABULARI WHITE 25 4 6 4.7

2.9

358

164

4.7 L

3,4

1110 4.52

BLACK
5 3 48

PELCI, .

CZTMENSIoli

WHITE 25 4.59 4.8

2.0

359 ,

163 \

4.6

3,8

1111 4 59

DLACK
5 2.9

WORD STUDY

.

VETE 25 5.67 5.1 6 1107 5.27

BUCK
5 4.26 2.2 163

3.7

TOTAL HEADIG
WHITE 25 4.9 4.8 19, 4 8 1100 4 8

bLACK
5 3 1 2.0 160 3.7

. .

'

I.Q.

.......------.---,,--,.....-

wHITE 19 92.89 90 278 97 937 a

BLACK 4 87 86 145
/

81 ,

.....,

Page 4 of 11 Pages

395



SCHOOL: GARFIELD

ELEIENTARY

SUB-TEST

VOCABULARY

STANKRD ACHIEVEZT TEST &NARY

GRADE 4

NATIONAL NORM = 4,5

2 3

RACE NO,

STUDENT

4

KEAN

(coL#3)

WHITE 12 4 7

5 MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

MEDIAN THIS PROPOSAL

(G°I, 3) ITNBER KEAN

4 7 358 4 7

DISTRICTWIDE MAN

MEER OF AI GRADE

RESPONSES QUIVALENdY

1110 4,52

BLACK 19 3.6 3.4 164 3.4

WHITE
12

BLACK 19

EITE 12 5 0

BLACK

5'1 5°3 _ 359 4 6

4.15 3,8 163 3.8

19 4,5

4.9 6

3 2 163 3,7

1107

TOTAL1E2ING
ZPITE 12 4 9 4 8

bLACK
19 4.3 3,7 60 1 7

4,59

5.27

4 8

96.3 94 278
97 5

Page 5 of 11 Pages

397
3.98



SC:400L; GLENWOOD STINFO3 ACRIEVEENT rim MARY
ELEMENTARY ORM - ..

NATIONAL NOM 4.5

SZB-TEST , 2

RACE NO,

STZENT

4

MEAN

(COL#3)

5

(COL 3) 4iIIMER NIB

SIM ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

vocarm 'Ann 33 5 0
BLACK

1

RE1DING.

C3Y2117:1:2iSI0i

WORD :3TUDY

TOTAL RECING

\EITE

BLACK

ZITTE

Ell
4.3

5.6

4.9

4.3

358

164

5.3

4,7'

3.4

4.9 163

L.6

BLAU

Raz

Ell

bLACK

6.57 7.4

7.6 7.6

6.0

6

3,8

163

DISTPICTWIDE MAN

..11 GRADE

QIIIVApCY

RIDER OP

RESPONSES

1U0 4 52

4 59

main
IMIE111111011

5.6 5.6

1107

Pill 111111111111

TE N/A N/A NIA 278 97

*

BLACK N/A NIA N/A* 111111

Page 6 of 11 Pages

399

111111111111111
*I.Q, scoies didnot arrive in time to compute

dUO



SCHOOL: JEFFERSON
STANFOFID AC111E111107 TES? MR!

ELEMENMY
GRADE 4 -

NAnONAL NffE 4,5

SUB-TEST
2 3 4

RACE NO, EAN

STUMIT (C043)

VOCZLARY

?SAO&

COMPREENSIOA

5

EDIAN .

(COL 3)

IAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

SIAN

WHITE

DISTRICTWIDMAN

MIER OF

BERMES

1110

164

'1CR sr

TOTAL READING

BLACX

I.Q.

6 1 5.9

5.4 4.9 163 1111111111

GRADE

QUIiALENCY

4,52

4 59

5.27

101
97

Page 7 of 11 Pages

I

145
ow. UNA%

4 02



SCHOOL: LINCOLN STANFO3 CEMENT, TEST SUIMR!
ELEMENTARY

GRADE 4

NATIONAL NORM 4,5

SZB-TEST

mom

READING. .

COI.TMENSIOri

2 3 4
RACE NO. EAN

STUDENT (COL#3)

WHITE 48

BLACK
3

4.8

2.96

5

MIN
(DR 3)

IAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

THER

I IN

MEDIAN

WORD STUDY

P.HITE 48

BLACK

48

4,4

DISTRIGTVIDE RAN

NUMBER OF AI GRADE

RESPONSES QUM=

mo

EN 164 MEINEMS=FE
4.9 358

2,9

TOTAL REI,D114

BLACK

WHITE

bUCK

48

4.9

2,16

3

1.4 163

4 8.

1.0

4,6

3,8

163 11111111111Morn : 00

11111 1.0 rill11111111111

I.Q,

403

E
47 97.2 98

BLACK

Page E of U rages

3 68.66

278

145

97
97,5



SCHOOL: LONGFELLOW

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST SUMMARY

GRADE . 4 .

NATIONALNOM:4,5

SUB-TEST 2

RACE

3

NO.

STUDENT

4

MEAN

(COL#3)

5 I

SIAN

(COL 3)

DIIAN-ALL ilIPILS DISTECTWIDE

THIS 4POSAL
MEER OF '4EAN

ISAN

GRADE

MR MEDIIN, RESPONSES ,";5IVALENCY

VOCABULAH EITE 12 368 3,6 358 4.7 1110 s 4,52

BLACK
7.......,2.67 2,4 164 3.4

READING. .

COMPREHENSIOri

WETE 12 3.9 3.6

1,7

359

163

.4.6

3.8

1111

.

4459

BLACK 7 2.25

.

WHITE 12
WORD MDT

3 65 3.4 .251,

2,0
163 3 7

1107

,

1 CO

MIN

No=MIS

5 27,

BLACK

7 2,47

3,76

2,4

.....................................,

-TETOTAL READING
WHI 12 3.6 35t

2,2 0

'

bLACK
7

I.Q. WHITE
N/A N/A N/A ' 278 97

BLACK N/A N/A N/ki 145 87

Page 9 of 11 Pages

405

I,Q, scores did not arrive in time to compute

406



5300L: HC RILEY STANFORD ACHIM? TEST 0141ARY

ELEMENTARY
GRADE . 4 .

NANONAL NOR= 445

SUB-TEST 2

RAGE

3

NO.

STELIT

4

HEAN

(COL#3)

5

MEDIAN .

(GOL 3)

I 1111AN ALL PUPILS-

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTECIVIDE MN t

mBER op .1 GRADE

IQUIVALENOYMEER MEDIAN 1 RESPdRSES

VOCABULARY WHITE 29 4.7 4,7 58 4,7 1 110 41,5

BLACK'
12 4.47 i 4.4 164 3.4 I

READING, .

COMPREHENSIOi

.
,

WHITE 29 5.0 4.9 4,6 I 4,59

BLACK 12 4.8 '163 38 111.111

WORD STUDY
WHITE 28 6,69 7.4 1107 5 27

BLAU
0

12 6,35 7.4 163 IIIIIIII

TOTAL READING
WHITE 28 5,8 5 6 INI1 4.8

KACK 11 IMMI 43 MIMS
,

,

I.Q
wiliTE Ell 103.2 105 278 97 11111/1111 2

BLACK iii 98,25 96 rii 87 NM 4

Page 10 Df 11 Pagec

407

408



S30014:

ELEMEMARY
STZFORD ACRIEVINNT TES? SEM

GRADEI. 4 .
NATIONAL NOM 4,5

EB-TEST

l'OCABULLT

2 3 4
RACE NO. EAN

STUaNT (OW3)

WHITE

BLACK

P2ADING. . WHITE

C01,17EB:SIOli BLACK

5

MAN .

(COL 3)

1111 IAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

NEER MEDIAN

DISTRICTWIDE MEAN

11
Rai m

11 OEM
1111111111111111

a
EV ISM NM
1111111111111 11111111

1121111111111

4.46 4.0
58

164

17610

4.6
4.6

163 3.8

BLAU

TOTAL REPING KTE
bLACK

11 3.9

112111111111M1111111111111111111

rill EMI
BLACK

Page 11 of 11 Pages

109:

40'



SCEOOL: BURNS

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACHIEVEENT TEST SUINRY

GRADE - 5
NATIONAL NOW = 5.5

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

PEAN

MEER OF

RE2ONSES

?age 1. of 10 ?ages

412



413

SCHOOL: DIEHL

ELENENTARY

STANFORD ACEIEVDEr TEST MARY
GRADE - -

NATIONAL NORM = 5.5

SUB-TEST 2

RACE

3

NO,

STUDENT

4

MEAN

(COL#3)

5

MEDIAN,

(COL 3)

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

DISTRICTWIDE MEAN

NUMBER OF IAN GRADE

QUIVALEIC

5.43

---MER MEDIAN 11E2004

1142
...........

VOCABULARY WHITE 43 6.0 6 0 381. 5.4

BLACK
22 4 72 4.10 164 4.1

READIgr.

COMPREHENSIN

WHITE

BLACK

43

22

5 87

4.67

5.50

4.50

6

167

.0

4.40 111111

.

WORD STUDY
WETE 40 6 73

5.49

6.30

5.5

121.

170 3,8

11 8 3 68

BLACK

22

TOTAL READING
WHITE 43 6 29 5 5

540

19L

168

5.60

4.20

;51 5.,71

LTOY
"4" 22 5.25

1 .

g 2

I.Q. WHITE 38 103.4 102 0 272

139

102

WIIIMINI
BLACK 21 94 9 90.0.

Page 2 ef 10 Pages

'47

414



SCHOOL: EDISON

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACHILTIET TEST SMARY

GRADE -
NATIONAL NOE = 5,5

S03-T,ST

RACE NO,

STUDEr

MF,AN

(CO143)

SIAN

(COL 3)

ALL),EPILS.DISTRICTWIDEitAN.

EIS PROMAL NEER Op , 1 GRADE

DER low ?MOOS mUIVEENC*

VOCABULARY WHITE 33 5,38 5 4 381 /5,4 142 5.43

BLACK
11 4,30. 4 00 164 4.1 ,

READING. .

COMPREgENSIOA

WHITE 33 5 86 5 6 34 .5,60 1153 5 61

BLACK
4,34 3 5 161 4.40

,

WORD STUDY
WHITE 33 .

5..79 4,80 399

170

5,5

3.8

1358 5,68

BLACK .

: 11 4,24 3,40

TOTAL READING
WHITE 33 5 90 5.30 19L

1.160 i Ailg 5111

bLACK 11 4,42 3,60 168 440

.

,

I.Q.

...........................4

WHI,TE

,.....,-......,

29 93!9 89,0 272Ellanillin1
is

BLACK 10. 82,0 82 0 ,

Page 3.d 10 Pages

415

416



MO&

SCHOOL: GARFIELD
STWORD ImEiraer.i TE ;wavyELLNEEARY

GRADE -
NATIONAL NOR11 2 565

StB-TEST 2 3 4
RACE NO, EAN

STMENT (COL#3)

VOCABULARY NOE 8 5,02

18 4,16

RE1DING. .
6.43

COYIKENSIOi

BLACK

5

REDIAN

(COL 3)

!BIZ ALL PUPILS

THIS PROPOSAL

EIGER

RIM 381 .

DISTRICTVIDE

RIMER OP

RESPONSES

8

4.30

6 50
BLACK

NOM STUDY

TOTAL READING

WITE

BUCK

18

11111119
18

VETE

BLACK

WM

161.

4,50 1.61

GRADE

MALMO'

1342

EMI

18

6 1

4.50

6 2

170

4.60 168

4.40

1
4.20

11111111111
SI lizmnica

arnmaii

11 8 5.68

3.8

I.Q,

Page 4 of 10 Pages

17

NRITE

BLACK

93.8

92.0

91.0 III 02 MEI
11111111M111111111111

93,0



SCHOOL: GLENWOOD STANFOM ACRIEVDEr TEST SUYARY
ELEMENTARY GRADE - 5 -

NATIONAL NORM 5.5

SUB-TEST

VOCABULARY,

READING. -

CORMS:MA

WORD STUDY

TOTAL READING

2

RACE

ET!
BLACK

WHITE

LEK

WHITE

BUCK

VETE

BLACK

3

NO.

STEDIT

4

MEAN

(coli3)

5

ED*
(cot 3)

Pill Al PUPILS
THIS PROPOSAL

MEER

47

1.

47

1

47

,6 .31

4.60

6.37

3.10

5,80 381

440 164

6,20

3.10

MEDIAN

5.4

4.1

6.53 6,60

2.50 2,50

6 58

1

Lg. WRITE

BLACK

age 5 of 10 Pages

N/A

NIA

16.7 4.40

170 3.8

6160 39L

DISTRICTVIDE MEAN

EER OP AN GRADE

RESPONSES QUIVAIBC'

5.43

148

2.90 2.90 168 4,20

j 68

5171

N/A H N/A 272

NIA N/e
1131111111111111111111111

*LQ, scores did oot arrive in time to compute

19



SCHOOL: JEFFERSON STANFOM ACHIEMEr TES? SIFT01RY

ELEKENTARY GRADE

NATIONAL NORM = 5.5

SUB-TEST 2

RACE

3

NO.

STEZT

4

}Ell

(COL#3)

'5

MEDIAN .

4.,..........
MAN ALL PUPILS

THIS PR0POS4

DISTRICTWIDE MEAN

BER OF igi GRADE'

`QtaVALBICI(COL 3) EmBER mEDIAN RESPONES

r VOCAHULE

4

WHITE 51 6.07 5.8 381 5,,4 .1142 5.43

FLACK
,

WHITE 51

0

6.40

5 8 16LL,

6.2 .

.1Erg JAL..
.4.

READING. .

C0RR:150d BLACK

7 6.55 6.40 167 4.40

WORD STUDY

,

WHITE Q 11 8 68

BUCK

7 6.52 5.0 .170 3.8 .7'
TOTAL READINO

m n

°BIAGI

1

51
6.34 5.80 .1

6 60,

...2)

5.20 168 ' ,.4.20

,

I.Q.' wrIF, 41 104 2
.

102.0 272rjnnimill.I02 1 se:

BLACK
6 . 105.8 106.0

I.

422



SCHOOL: ow

EIDENTATI

STZIFOM ACHIEMT TEST S7bi1RY

GRADE 5 -
NATIONAL NORM F 5.5

e!*A110

MEDIAN ALL MILS

EIS PROPOSAL

Page 7 of 10 sages

2`3

;

424,



SCHOOL: LONGFELLOW

ELEMENTARY

STANFORD ACRIEVEEIT TEST SITAARY

GRADE - 5

NATIONAL' NORM 5. 5

SUB-TEST 2

RACE
p,

3

NO,

Sirnr-IT

4

MEAN

(c0143),

5

MEDIAN

(COL 3)

MEDIAN ALL PUPILS ' DISTRICTWIDE MEAN'

THIS PROPOSAL NUEROP IAN GRADE

UIVLIEC'NNER HEDIAN REaoNss

VOCABULARY

,

WHITE 5,87 5.4 381 5,4 11A2

BLACK
4 7 164 4.1

EADDIG. .

COMPREHENSIOri

WHITE 21. 5,40 5,20

BLACK
'9 3,67 3.30. 167 4,40

WORD TUDYS
1111111111 5,16 5.20 1158 .68'

BLIGK

9 2 93 2,20' 170 '5,8

TOTAL READ:NG
WHITE 21 5,35 5,20

., ...a

.
r

BLACK
9 ,3,35 3,00 .168' 420

,

,

,

*I.Q. WHITE

BLACK

N/A NJA N/A 272 102 91L 9

:'N A* .139N/AN/A.

Page 8 of 10 Pages

425

*I.Q. scores 44 not arrive in time to compute

426



SCBCOL: MC KINLEY

ELEMENTARY

STZFORD ACTIEVEMIT TEST StrYM2Y
GPIE - 5 t.

NATIONAL NOW. 5.5

MAN ALL PEELS
MS PROPOSE

DISTRICTVIDE NEAV

Nato OF El% GRADE

RESPONSES V11.13CVOCAKLART
28 5,13

1. .9

Vlirs
compaoSIChi

BLACK

3080

5,10

3,80 167.
OD STUDY

VETE

BLACK

9 4.30

28 5,72 5.3

9 4,03 3,30

Page 9 of 10 Pages

7

428



SCROOL: WAYNE STZFORD ACIIIVILIOT TEST SU1A2ARY

ELEMENTARY

NATIONAL NOE 5.5

SUB-TEST

LVOCABULARY

READING. .

COMMOSIODi

WORD STUDY

2

RACE

3

NO,

STCZT

WHITE 71

BLACK
57

Itri7Tr

BLACK

76

61.

. 4

EAN

(COLO)

5

BUN
(COL 3)

4

EL% a pun; DISTRICTVIDE Eki

T1L1S PROPOSAL NUMBER.OF UN GRADE

(MR 14IEDIAN

381 5.4

16L L 1

RESPONSES VIVA1010'

5.43

170 3.8

191 5)6(1

168 4.20

1151

Page 10 of 10 Pages

429. 430



40,*--vAn Editorial

306

,
...i,

..SchoOlPlah'Reas6dable ,'1,:.:',.\
You almost have to adniire the Penn- white stude ts (to Burton School) witli::sylvania Human Relations Commission. out wreakin ,havoc everywhere else,"It ndver gives up.

Superintendent Richard Hilinski ob-Never mind that massive busing ,of served. To transfer students frontchildren- has proven .time and again nearby- schools would throw thoseacross the country to be a disruptive, schools out of bqrance. To bring them inunsatisfiictory method of trying to ra- from schools 4th larger white enroll-cially integrate schools. , ,ments would mean . . . crosstown bus-Never mind that the courts have told ing.the IIRC to back away from its by
"the' " .

Only 109 students," some' may a gue.numbers, bus-them-or-else demands. .,. Never mind that the Erie school is- '.. But it's not just altumber: it's peopletrict has devised a eealistic integration they're talking about young children.plan that works withOut tearing apart who would be arbitrarily uprooted fromthe fabric of the community. . friends just to satisfy a distant powerThe IIRC has sunk its teeth, and it's willi a sheaf of charts and myopic, vi-not about to let go until it imposes bus- .sion.
ing on Erie.

. , Tenacity is a fine quality, but when itThe Erie .school board meets.Friday overwhelms reason and reality, troublenight to . conSider tne BBC's "corn.' lies ahead.
promise." While allegedly building on' We strongly urge Erie school direc-,;the framework of the Erie proposal, the tors to reaffirm its confidence in the. Hi- ;WIC tries again to force wholesale bus- ' linski plan and present it firmly to Corn: ;ing.

monwealth Court as the best possibleki."There no way you cartjust move 109 Program. ..
..x.

' 1
- 431
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The ,major provisions of the brought into balance this year. .t.schoOls, Garfield at 316 E 2Ist

,desegi'egation plan
proposed-w-qnaddition;".firsrand Sedind and Longfellov at 509 W. 80).

by the'Erle*School Boar51 haVe graders' from. Wayne School About-'4300 siudeitts

been approved.. by 'Corn- will be transferred to Burton ;grades one, through six wine be

monwealth Coua Judge Harry rat* than to Edison School. . reassigned to new schools, :

A. Kramer. . ' "Burton isout of balance, and 'most within walking distance

Solicitor John Beatty said he that will help a little bit," of their homes.

learned the gist of Judge Kra Beatty Aid, Only about forty .more stu-

mer's ruling* in a Tuesday The School,District had pro- dents will need bus trans-

phone call from his law clerk, posed no.changes at all ,in the portation than are now'receiv-

The full rext of his opinion will Burton enrollment,' which ing

probably reach Erle Wednes-.: would remain. over 50 per cent Commenting, on the rulings,

day, he said. , 1.; bick. :, I Richard Anliot, director of the

; Kramer has'ordered two Judge Kramer !' agreed to Divisirm ef Education, Penn-

nificant modifications of the- give Erie until fall 1977 to fully ":sylvania human*: 4clations

administration'S plan desegregate.:the. ,,,.eastside, Commission, told the. Morning
J

for fall 1975.
,

school. ", News Tuesday night that the

Diehl School, which would The court approval will al- ' revisions are generally in line

out of balance by some- low the city school district to with what the, commission,
thing less than a dozen stu- go ahead with closure of two

dents in September must be of its oldest elementary
wanted.

.
lie said he was particularly

happy with the decision toft

transfer students to Burton to.
bring down the percentage of
blacks at that school.

He said ,he was glad the
.court brdered.. an increase in
students attending the school
rather than simply taking
black students out of Burton,
because he said Burton had a

rvaluable pcogram going on."
"The move of adding stu- 1

dents to Burton will only mean
increasing the number partici-
pating in a fine program" he

'said.
Anliot pointed out that if the.,

Erie school district should .re.%

4t4
nege on the ruling, "they will

! in violation of a court or-t
der, not just a PHRC order."

432
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ftpA'l a

inte tiongia
S

s, [ Erie school directors unani-
\I mously endorsed a plan

rFriday to smooth integration
h nine elementary schools this
fa i over the objections of Par-

enti who insisted the board

. ! 1 "
;

joro
e se/5 7- /9- 7-r

I

sensitivity training. for stu- could remove their children

dents. from the program simply by

"These are not sensitivity providing written notice' of

training programs. believe their. objection .to the princl-

me." implored Superintendent: pal. !__. . .

Richard Ifilinski. "I just don't 'i.,.' "If you don't want this, tell
, t

was r allY endorsing a plan to'o beHeve in them." , the principal." he said.' 'You

shape i 1\eir children's thinkine He and other administrators may withdraw your child from

and beha ior. ':' :':' 71'0 '''4'1 Insisted they *had removed all the program. Just put thii in

The seven to nothing vote .--4 references to sensitivity train- '...Writing.".- ,

two directois were absent :-.24'ing and behavior modification ''' In the only related decision

will insure $,000 in federal ; from their plan.

aid to . finance. a remedial '! But the critics were not sat- i.
,

reading program ''F' fori;: the islied.

schools this fall. \ ''"'' .1 "This whole prograin here is

The nine schook will all '.; what Dr. Lapenna wanted ;

sliow an increase in black stu- when he first came to Erie,",

dents this fall as a restilt of a 1 Mrs. Ponce insisted. "ManY

state mandated '!..school, in-, school directors sitting here '

tegration plan. '4:.1 .',4 voted him: out because they

They are:" Burton, Burns,1 didn't agree with 'his philoso-'

Jefferson, Diehl, Edison. Glen- : phy, yet now we're getting the.':.

wood, Lincoln,' McKinley and ' same thing." I'' '. ' "r

(
Wayne. ' Dr. Robert LaPenna. a proP;;

. According to board critic gressive schools ' superinten

Mrs. Willa Ponce of 2710 Cas- dent, was dumped from' his;±;

cade, the program planned by post two years ago after elec-

Erie school administrators is I lions placed a more traditional '

more than a reading project: 'i' group in . command of. school

"Throughout this whole pro-.`. af fairs.'

gram I see there is great ern-4 "Mrs. Ponce. I hope you will

phasis on a pupil's attitudes accept my promise that we're --

' and social attitudes," she said. ' not going to do anything that

Friday, school ,direetors told

the administration to explore
the possibility; of expanding ;
the remedial reading . and-

counseling program to other.
schools to be affected by, thee
deseg ration plan. .

As designed, the special pro-.
gram offers help only
schools with more than 20 per.,
ct black students. And this !
nu er must be a significant.,
inst. se over the past. .

"There's nothing in here to I goes against the wishes of the .; .1 I

,

4164.ge

. . .ynette Vahnucci of 1156 117. 23rd challenge.; c.".

keep it from getting on a per- 'I community." Hilinski said.: "..
IA

sonal basis that" will i Offend "We're trying to make this ''.. a program to smooth racial integration in nine::%;

some parents."f' .'.." .' 1 program acceptable to the en-1,1, ; Erie elemeniary schools this fall, -suggesting i1o..1,'

Mrs. Ponce had. originally . tire Community. We can't take ;:.
0

et
was a disguised plan to reshape children's be/tat'.

to the program when out something because one\, . . .
, ,. i

. . tut. She was jomed by Mrs. Wino Ponce of 2710'1,1'',

Erie school administrators person objects."
:1,,

proposed 'it because it called .' However, the superintendent ., Cascade who looks on in the front row, (Tintes4t

(or behavior modification and did assure objectors they News Photo by Joe Crnnstock) ' '..t.'. ':.` 4; f i'

1
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a-oard Approves
Balanced udget

By WARD PEMLEY
Erie school directors voted to approve a

budget without a tax increase Monday just

10 minutes before the new fiscal year be-

gan.
The vote was 5-4, with Directors John N.

Petrus, Mary M. Lamary, Geraldine D.

Zurn,,.Edmond T. Giovannelli and Leonard

L.,LoCastro voting for the budget.

Negative 'votes were cast by Directors

John C. Harkins, Donald A. Lundeen, Ed-

ward J. Sparaga, and Anthony E. Narducci.

The new budget, which extends through

June 30, 1977, carries a property tax of 30.5

mills with expenditures of $28,573,511.

It ensures the closing of Washington Ele-

mentary School, 148 W. 21st, and Jones Ele-

mentary School, 155 E. 7th, and will-cause

.
furloughing of about 169 district employes,

according to figures released by the admin-

: istration Monday.
Those figures show layoffs in the follow-

ing areas: administration, two; non-instruc-

tional personnel, 78; and district staff, in-
cluding teachers, 89.

. Top administrators were to finalize lay-

, offs Thursday and said they .would have
firm figures on cutbacks either Friday or

early next week.
According to city assessment figures, the

average city taxpayer's house is valued at

between $12,000 and $15,000. The average

tax to support the schools will range be-

tween $366 and $475.50. The tax will be col-

lected during 1977:
The adopted budget was the seventh

budget directors voted on Monday and the

only one to receive more than three votes.

Other proposals were three mills, 21/2 mills,

one mill with a potential rebate, 21/2 mills

with.a $5 occupational tax, 31/2 mills with a

. rebate, and four mills with a reate.
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Voting patterns were apparent,'with Har-

Idris, Lundeen and Sparaga stong suppor-

ters of at least a three-mill tax increase

while Lamary, Giovannelli and Zurn only %-

supported the zero-mill increase budget.

Reaction to the approved budget by dime-

tors and those attending the meeting, most-

ly teachers and administrators, was a mix-

ture of shock and bitterness.

Those teachers whose preliminary fur-.

lough notices appear firm thanked Harkins
and Sparaga for their support of budgets ':

recommended by Supt. Richard P.. Hilinski,:

which would have retained most of their .

jobs.

Francis P. Santicola, a field representa-

tive for the Pennsylvania State Education : .

Assn. (PSEA), which represents frie teach-

ers, called a meeting this afternoon to dis- ;

cuss several avenues of legal action the as-
sociation could take to appeal the budget

vote and teacher furloughs.
He said PSEA is considering a lawsuit

against the school board and could ask the, :
state Department of Education to place the :

district in receivership and appoint direo- .

tors to replace those electea. . .

Ile said there is precede!' for this action

in a school district ;n Allegheny County :

about five ylars ago.
Harkins called the board vote "irrespon-

and said those directors approving .

the balanced budget, show a "disregard for
students." He said the budget will take tie
district "20 steps backward educationally." . '.

.
He also pledged not to take the vote .4.!

"lying down" and said he would take what-:

ever legal action he could to approve a dif- : -

ferént budget.
Hilinski said be would comply with the

board's vote and operate the district with

the balanced budget. .
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Board Meets Tonight,.
Budgeit; tTax310

5 7- /9 7
wording of last week's budget Sho enjoys teaching very

resolution, much, she says. "It's chalieng-

According to Beatty's opin- Init. The children are never
Ion, board members could also dull. They're :inquisitive, It's

legally adopt 8' different budg! Just great."

et if one of the De directors But she &Units there are
who voted for the no-tax-hike fewer Jobs for teachers than

budget has changed his mind, there once were.:

Donald And those jobs aren't in the

What the board -decit;es will Erie area.

affect the- lives of many per- Things are better for teach-

sons, especially those who ers with some special skill.

have already been laid off in "I've taught here in Erie for

,anticipation of a so-called three years, and I have my

.11 zeramill" budget. master's, Just about. In a few

The layoffs have dipped into months, it's mine," another

teachers with years of ex- teacher told the NEWS. "And
perlence. And there may be no then I can be A feeding ape-
teaching jobs for these people ciallst."
elsewhere. \

There Is a "fairly wide mar-,

"I don't want to abandon ket for reading specialists,"

teaching, unless I'M forced the teacher commented, "if
to," Chris Patalita told the geography isn't an issue

NEWS. She has taught in the . Others contacted by the

Erie system for three/years, 'NEWS said they simply tildn't

and is working towards her know what *wild happen if

master's degree.- they were not called back.

Erie's school board meets Ban. "These positions were

tonight to "clarify" its budget filled under the provisions of

, for the coming year, while the the Master Contract and every

! district's teachers continue attempt was made to find pa

: their angry protests against sitions for all stet f members.

the balanced budget apparent- 'With declining school en-

ly approved last week. roliments and the closing of

- On Thursday, Erie Cnunty school buildings, this was a

'Judge Lindley McClelland very 'difficult task, It became

i ruled that the 75 teac6.ers fur- necessary to reduce the pro-

laughed because of that budget fessional staff.

are entitled to hearings before "This lettcr is to inform you

they are laid off. that you will be released from

.
Ile was acting on a petition Tour teaching position effea

: filed on behalf of the teachers tive June 18, 1978.'1'

by Erie Education Association The first court move bY the

legal counsel George Levin. teachers completed, educators

I. Levin alleged that the teach- began to move toward their
ers, dismissed In order to bal. second threat of ,demanding a

ance the 1978-77 budget with recall of Erie school directors.

out a tn x Increase, were lald Teacher spokesman Francis
off without the hearings re' Santicola said the EEA will
quired by law. , wait until after Friday's meet-

Levin also alleged the dis ing to start obtaining the 10
trict did not follow "tho terms taxpayer' signatures needed to
of the School Code for the take the recall petition into
Commonwealth of Pennsylva- court.
nia , . . or the requirements . lie idded ho expected the
concerning closing various teachers' union to go ahead
programs and departments or with the recall effort even If
schools . . . (and) did not fol- the board changes its stand

I iow the termi of the Master and adopts a tax increase that
; Contract entered into between would allow the furloughed

' the parties dated January 10, teachers to be rehired. .

It wa charged that the
11975."

i,
If the court rules that board

l
: teachers, dismissed allegedly

members have failed to. per-
form their duties as, required

: on a seniority basis, 'had no
b

: way of determining If the dis-
y the School Code, the direc-

tors could be removed from
i Vices seniority -assessment 'is

correct.
office and replacements ap- .

.

Levin termedtthe board's ea
pointed to fill out their terms.

1

I tion "arbitrary,. capricious and
Many of the affected teach-

era, as well as deligations of :
[ in bad f alth."

Of the 7 teachers listed in
students and parents, are ex

( 6 pected to fill the school dill-
the complaint, 55 signed the

',petition presented to the court.
Viet auditorium at 1611 Peach

The leiter dismissing the
for the 8 p.m. special meeting.

t Members Jf sports teams
teachers was bitterly corn- whose coaches were on the list

!' plained of in the petition.
It was' written by Superin-

of dismissed teachers also

temient of Schools Richard Hi- plan t° a" ear to protest.

linski. Acting

.

Or1 Solicitor John

"The School District of the Beatty's advice( the board will

Clty of Erie hes completed vote again on its 1978-77 budg-

! teaching assignments for the et, to clear up problems that
I school year 1978-1977," It be- could result from the informal 1

-
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Erie board adopts budget;

school tax up 21/2 mills
nics W5 7-/0-7

13) BOB GUERREIN schools get it all.

But the budget, is not fin-

shed. The school adminis.

tration has never prepared fig

ures on a two-andahalf mill

budget. The directors ordered

superintendent Richard Hi
linski to give thern seven other

budgets, and they had re .

ceived another one from 'him

originally. But none of those

was a two-and-ahalf mill tax

hike budget.

"We'll have to start hustling

Monday morning;" a school

administrator told the NEWS,

The motion ,on the increase

was proposed 'by Dr. Anthony

Narducci, yoting for were

Narducci, Dr. John Petrus,

president John Harkins, FA

Sparaga, and Don Lundeen

Voting against were Gerry

Zurn Len LoCastro, Ed Giova

NEWS St'aff Reporter

The Erie School Board I

issed a 'two-and-a-half mill

x increase at its special

ieeting Friday :evening, to

ie. accompaniMent of shouts

ioy from a large audience

prents, teachers,(and other

tizens,

The Bort had met to clari.

; its resolution of last we'i'k,

:!ecifying1 a so-called "zero-

till" budget. That resolution

robablhd not set up a legal

udget, the board's solicitor

them.

Along with the 33-mill budg

goes a $10 per capliiit'..

Jpational tax, vftich ,enahles

sehool distr:ct to share the

:cupational ft tax Erie

aw has. If Olt 6ty decides

ot to keep that tai, the

4 36

nelli, and Mary Lamary,

Tbe ,board will have to de- c

cide' just how the money is to

be spent, since no budget has

been prepared for the set in.'.

crease.. The board has been'

under heavy pressure .to keep

Jones School open for at least

another year, and to re-hire

around 170 teachers and

matenance pe9ple who had

been laid off in anticipation of

a balanced budget

Superintendent Hibski told

the board most of the mainte-

nance people and teachers

could ,come back on a three.

mill budget, and Jones could

be kept open as well.

The board will have to de-

cide what its priorities are at

a later meeting; The budget

they passed is a half mill un-

. der what estimated'

would be n ed to re-hire ev t

ryone, and tae ocCupational

privilege tax ill bring in onty e

around $100,000 next year, if

the city shares it A mill nets

the schools PI60,000. .

Though pressure\ had

mounted on the board during

last week to raise the millage,

several other motions' were en-

tertained before the tWo-anda.

half mills was agreed upon. .

Len LoCastro opened' with a

onemill increase. This had

been decided on at the :last

budget session before the for-

mal adoption meeting, he said,

and it deserved consideration.

Debate on the issue followed

last week's pattern, Mary La

mary said there was "a lot of

fat" in the school system, and

"a lot; of sacred cows" the ad.

ministraton were afraid to

ouch.

But she gave no specifics,

yen though president Harkins

urged her to, and there Were

shetits of "Name them, name

them" from the audience.

Don, Lundeeil !also corn-

pLined that directors would

complain about' waste, but

only in general terms, and

that they would ask for budg-

ets but give no directions!,

about priorities in thertr

The onernill increase ,Was

voted down, with only Lo-

Castro and Giovanelli voting

for

A threemill hike' proposed.

by Don Lundeen also failed,-

Gerry Zur and Mary Lamary

said the tax burden on ordi

nary citizens is already loo

high, and they wanted no in..

crease.
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